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ABSTRACT
Suspended sediment samples were obtained from five tributaries
to the Great Lakes. Samples were collected to represent each season,
but the spring runoff period was emphasized. Measurements were made
of the total suspended sediment concentration and the distribution among
clay (0.2 - 2 pm), silt (2 to 20 um) and sand (>20 um) size fractions.
Comparison of mean concentrations with concentrations reported in
earlier investigations indicated the samples were representative of
the sampled tributaries. Mean suspended sediment concentrations (mg/L)
were 447 (Genesee), 34 (Grand), 171 (Maumee), 138 (Menomonee) and 211
(Nemadji). The concentrations varied widely in a given tributary;
coefficients of variation ranged from 37% (Grand)to 165% (Genesee).
Sediment distribution among the three size fractions was fairly uniform.
Comparison of the mean values for the five tributaries showed the highest
proportion (34 to 51%) was present in the silt fraction.
The ranges for
the clay and sand fractions were 21 to 42% and 14 to 35%, respectively.
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I-l. INTRODUCTION
The approach in this investigation involved the collection of
samples to reflect the possible effects of season and discharge on
availability. Time-integrated samples were collected in an attempt
to obtain suspended sediment representative of the tributary suspended
load.
However, because the number of samples collected was relatiVely
small, evaluation of whether the samples collected were representative
of the tributary is particularly important.
The sampling program was
not designed to evaluate the suspended sediment loading, but rather to
evaluate the availability characteristics of representative samples.
I—l
I-2. CONCLUSIONS
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n c
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1-3. WATERSHED CHARACTERISTICS
Characteristics of the watersheds drained by the tributaries have
been described (1-4) and only a brief summary is provided for background
purposes.
The Genesee River Watershed (6,420 kmz) is mainly rural, except
for Rochester, New York at the mouth of the Genesee River on Lake
Ontario. Although Rochester is an important source of dissolved P,
about 80% of the particulate P is attributed to diffuse sources (2).
All samples were taken up stream from Rochester to minimize the influenCe
of point sources on the samples.
The Grand River (watershed of 14,660 km2) is the largest single
tributary to Lake Michigan and discharges at Grand Haven, Michigan.
Approximately 60% of the watershed is in agricultural use (5,6). The
sandy loam texture of soils in the watershed leads to high infiltration
rates and relatively low erosion and particulate P loadings. The
groundwater contribution to the river discharge is relatively high and
constant, minimizing the fluctuations in discharge as related to storm
events. About 60% of the particulate P loading is attributed to nonpoint
sources.
The Maumee River Watershed (17,100 kmz) is the largest watershed
draining into the Great Lakes on the U.S. side. The river discharges
into Lake Erie at Toledo, Ohio. About 90% of the watershed is in
agricultural use; the soils tend to be fine-textured and impermeable
(7). Most of the annual sediment load is attributed to soil erosion
(8). Estimates of particulate P loading range from 77 to 90% of the
total P loading mostly from nonpoint sources (2,3).
The Menomonee River Watershed (344 kmz) is mostly urban, draining
into Lake Michigan at Milwaukee, Wisconsin. The soils tend to be
poorly drained (9). Particulate P represents about 80% of the annual
total P loading. Samples were taken from a site reflecting the urban
influence of the watershed——yet distant from the Milwaukee Sewage
Treatment Plant located at Jones Island.
The Nemadji River Watershed (1,290 kmz) drains the red clay region
of northeastern Minnesota and northwestern Wisconsin and enters Lake
Superior at Superior, Wisconsin. The fine-textured soils are subject
to erosion even though the land is mostly forested (10); particulate
P loading is mostly from nonpoint sources.
I—3
  
 
 
I—4. SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS
Collection of Suspended Sediment
Water samples were collected through the cooperation of
investigators located near the tributaries. The goal was to collect
samples during each season and representing events of different sizes
(discharge rates). Sampling stations were located near the river mouth
to obtain samples representative of the suspended sediment transported
to the Great Lakes. In most cases, sampling was conducted above large
urban areas located near the river—lake interface to avoid overemphasis
on point sources.
On the Genesee, the main sampling station was at Avon (above
Rochester, New York), a few km from Lake Ontario. Some samples also
were obtainedat Mt. Morris (above Avon) and on two tributaries to the
Genesee, namely Oatka Creek (about 35 km above Avon) and Canaseraga
Creek (about 100 km above Avon). The Maumee River was sampled at the
U.S. Geological Survey Gauging station at Waterville, Ohio, about 31
km above Lake Erie. The Menomonee River was sampled at the 70th street
bridge in Wauwatosa, Wisconsin, about 8.5 km above Milwaukee Harbor.
This station was selected to avoid possible major influences of the
Harbor on the tributary samples. The Grand River was sampled about
3 km below Grand Haven, Michigan, and these samples may reflect the
influence of point sources. The Nemadji station was located about
6 km above Lake Superior (St. Louis Bay) and should reflect largely
diffuse sources.
Samples were composited from several sub-samples obtained during
an event. The samples were shipped in polyethylene containers by
surface freight; no preservation was provided except for the Menomonee
samples which were refrigerated during transit and storage. Shipment
of samples generally took 1 to 4 days, and on arrival the samples
were refrigerated at 4°C.
Sample identification, sampling frequency, and distribution and
background information are presented in Tables 1—1 and Appendix Table
I-A—l. The importance of spring runoff was emphasized in the sampling
program.
  
   
 
   
Table I—l. Summary of tributary samples collected for
suspended sediment analysis
Number of Samples
Tributary Spring Summer Fall Winter
Genesee
Avon 5 0 l 1
Mt. Morris 0 O l l
Oatka Creek 0 0 l 0
Canaseraga Creek 2 l 2 0
Grand 4 l O 0
Maumee 2 l 0 l
Menomonee 6 3 0 l
Nemadji 7 1 2 1
Collection of Bottom Sediment
Tributary bottom sediment dredge samples (upper few cm) were
obtained from the Menomonee, Genesee, and Nemadji Rivers. These
samples are described in Appendix Table I—A-2.
Size Fractionation of Suspended Sediment
The suspended sediments were separated into size fractions of
<0.2, 0.2 to 2, 2 to 20, and >20 pm by settling and centrifugation
techniques. The <0.2 um fraction was defined as the "dissolved"
fraction; the other size fractions correspond to clay, silt, and sand,
respectively.
The initial separation involved continuous flow centrifugation
(Sorvall Model RC2—B) based on application of Stokes Law to angled-type
centrifuge rotors (11) to obtain the <0.2 um (supernatant or dissolved
fraction) and >0.2 um sized-fractions. For this separation, the
samples were centrifuged at 13,000 rpm (20°(D at a flow rate of 314 ml/min,
using the centrifuge head holding 8x50 m1 centrifuge tubes. The fraction
>0.2 um was resuspended and further fractionated by quiescent settling
(12). The respective settling velocities (cm/hr at 20°C) were 0.013 to
1.3 (0.2 to 2 pm), 1.3 to 130 (2 to 20 um), and 130 cm/hr (>20 um).
Sediment samples were analyzed without drying and subsamples were
analyzed for moisture content by drying at 105°C.
Size Fractionation of Bottom Sediment
The bottom sediment samples were suspended by shaking in distilled
water for about 1 hour. The samples were then sieved (2000 um), and
the gravel fraction (>2000 um) was discarded. The material <2000 um
was size fractionated into clay, silt, and sand size fractions by
quiescent settling as described above for the suspended sediment samples.
  
 1—5. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
To
eva
lua
te
whe
the
r
the
sam
ple
s c
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ect
ed
wer
e r
epr
ese
nta
tiv
e,
com
par
iso
ns
wer
e m
ade
wit
h t
he
tri
but
ary
loa
din
g d
ata
(2)
.
Val
ues
for
mea
n d
isc
har
ge,
mea
n t
ota
l S
usp
end
ed
sed
ime
nt
con
cen
tra
tio
n (
T85
) a
nd,
the
rel
ati
ons
hip
bet
wee
n d
isc
har
ge
and
T38
wer
e c
omp
are
d
(Ta
ble
1—2
).
The
se
com
par
iso
ns
ind
ica
te
the
sam
ple
s c
oll
ect
ed
wer
e
rep
res
ent
ati
ve
of
the
res
pec
tiv
e t
rib
uta
rie
s.
The
mea
n d
isc
har
ge
val
ues
wer
e h
igh
er
and
the
T88
con
cen
tra
tio
n v
ers
us
flo
w s
lop
e v
alu
es
wer
e l
owe
r f
or
the
sam
ple
s
coll
ecte
d in
1977
—78
than
for
hist
oric
al v
alue
s (
1,2)
beca
use
the
1977
-78
inv
est
iga
tio
n e
mph
asi
zed
sam
ple
col
lec
tio
n d
uri
ng
per
iod
s o
f h
igh
flow
.
How
eve
r,
the
mea
n T
SS
con
cen
tra
tio
ns
wer
e i
n t
he
sam
e r
ang
e f
or
the
197
7—
78
and
ear
lie
r s
amp
les
, i
ndi
cat
ing
the
sam
ple
s c
oll
ect
ed
wer
e c
omp
ara
ble
.
The
cor
rel
ati
on
coe
ffi
cie
nt
bet
wee
n T
SS
con
cen
tra
tio
n a
nd
dis
cha
rge
for
the
197
7—7
8 s
amp
les
ind
ica
tes
a h
igh
pro
por
tio
n
(36
to
83%
) o
f t
he
var
i—
anc
e i
n T
55
con
cen
tra
tio
n w
as
due
to
var
iat
ion
in
dis
cha
rge
.
Con
cen
tra
tio
ns
of
TSS
var
ied
ove
r a
wid
e r
ang
e f
or
the
sam
ple
s
col
lec
ted
(Ta
ble
1—3,
and
App
end
ix
I—B—
l).
Mea
n c
onc
ent
rat
ion
s w
ere
hig
hes
t f
or
the
Gen
ese
e s
amp
les
and
low
est
for
the
Gra
nd
sam
ple
s.
Var
iab
ili
ty
in
con
cen
tra
tio
n w
as
par
tic
ula
rly
hig
h f
or
the
Gen
ese
e,
Men
omo
nee
,
and
Nem
adj
i s
amp
les
as
sho
wn
by
the
coe
ffi
cie
nt
of
var
iat
ion
for the mean TSS concentration (>0.2 pm).
The
par
tic
le
siz
e d
ist
rib
uti
on
was
fai
rly
uni
for
m f
or
the
sam
ple
s
fro
m a
giv
en
tri
but
ary
.
In
mos
t c
ase
s,
the
hig
hes
t p
rop
ort
ion
(me
an
=
34
to
51%)
was
pre
sen
t i
n t
he
2 t
o 2
0 u
m s
ize
fra
cti
on;
thi
s f
rac
tio
n
als
o e
xhi
bit
ed
the
lea
st
var
iab
ili
ty
(c.v
. =
17
to
33%)
.
The
>20
um
fraction represented about 30% of the T38 for the Genesee, Grand, and
Menomonee samples, but only about 15% for the Nemadji and Maumee. The
0.2 to 2 pm fraction averaged about 20 to 40% of the T83. The general
uniformity of the particle size distribution within a given tributary
samp
le s
et,
in s
pite
of t
he w
ide
vari
atio
n in
T83
conc
entr
atio
n,
sugg
ests
the
sed
ime
nt
typ
es
tra
nsp
ort
ed
dur
ing
per
iod
s o
f h
igh
loa
din
g (
hig
h f
low
and
conc
entr
atio
n)
and
low
load
ing
(low
flow
and
conc
entr
atio
n)
may
be
similar.
Com
par
iso
n o
f i
ndi
vid
ual
sam
ple
s (
see
App
end
ix
I—B
-l)
ind
ica
tes
a
gen
era
l t
end
enc
y f
or
low
er
TSS
con
cen
tra
tio
n a
nd
a h
igh
er
pro
por
tio
n o
f
fine
part
icul
ates
duri
ng l
ow f
low
even
ts.
Simi
larl
y, t
he o
rgan
ic m
atte
r
con
ten
t o
f t
he
sus
pen
ded
sed
ime
nt
ten
ded
to
be
hig
her
for
sam
ple
s r
epr
e-
sent
ing
low
flow
and
T53
conc
entr
atio
n co
ndit
ions
.
This
was
appa
rent
ly
related to a higher organic matter content in the finer than in the coarser
size fractions (Appendix I—B-Z).
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Table
I-2.
Compa
rison
of su
spend
ed se
dimen
t and
disch
arge
value
s bet
ween
the o
bserv
ed (
1977—
78)
sampl
es
and p
revio
us (
histo
rical
) sa
mples
*
Discha
r e,**
m
/sec
TSS
TSS-d
ischa
rge r
elati
onshi
p***
Slop
e x
105'
Corr
elat
ion
Coef
fici
ent
  
Tributary
Genesee
+
Observed
(7)
148
430
39
Histor
ical
78
259
57
0.48
Grand
Obser
ved
(5)
221
34
l 7
Histo
rical
114
19
0.5
0.06
Mau
mee
Observ
ed (4)
389
171
5 2
0.81
Histo
rical
141
283
11.1
NA
Menom
onee
Obs
erv
ed
(10)
8.6
138
74
0.74
Historical
2 7
NA
NA
NA
Nemadji
Observ
ed (7)
65
211
97
Histo
rical
11
312
188
0.68
*The "
histor
ical"
values
were o
btaine
d from
the PL
UARG r
eport
on U.S
. Grea
t Lake
s trib
utary
loadin
gs (2)
.
**Obse
rved d
ischar
ge val
ues ar
e inst
antane
ous di
scharg
e for
the Me
nomone
e and
Nemadj
i Rive
rs and
mean
daily
event
discha
rge fo
r the
other
tribut
aries.
Histor
ical v
alues
are me
an ann
ual da
ily di
scharg
e.
***Va1
ues ob
tained
from l
inear
regres
sion a
nalysi
s of T
SS con
centra
tion a
gainst
discha
rge.
+The n
umbers
in par
enthes
es are
the nu
mbers
of sam
ples.
The Ge
nesee
sample
s incl
ude on
ly tho
se
collected
at the Av
on, N.Y.
station.
NA ind
icates
data w
ere no
t avai
lable.
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Table I-3. Mean concentrations and size distribution of suspended sediment in tributary samples
Tributary
Concentration
and number
of >0.2um
Size distribution, Z
Coefficient of variation, 2*
of samples
fraction, mg/L
0.2 to 2pm 2 to 20pm >20um
0.2 to Zum 2 to 20pm >20um >O.2um
Genesee
(15)
447
24
44
32
44
32
30
165
Avon
(7)
332
22
46
31
33
31
29
70
Tributaries (8)
546
25
42
33
52
34
32
184
Grand
(5)
34
21
45
34
31
33
59
37
Maumee
(4)
171
42
44
14
25
14
73
54
Menomonee (10)
138
31
34
35
92
33
68
116
Nemadji
(11)
211
34
51
15
41
17
57
105
*c.v. = standard deviation % mean.
 The particle size distribution and organic matter contents of
3 bottom sediment samples are shown in Table 1-4. In contrast to the
suspended sediment samples, the bottom sediment samples contained a
high percentage of sand—size particulates (2 to 2000 um). However,
the sand fraction contained a negligible amount of organic matter,
while substantial amounts (3 to 34%) were present in the silt and clay
fractions.
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Table 1—4.
Particle size distribution and organic matter content of bottom sediment samples
Tributary and
Particle size distribution,%
Organic matter content,%*
sample number
0.2 to Zum
2 to 20um
20 to 2000um
0.2 to Zum
2 to 20pm
20 to 2000um
Nemadji A
15
34
51
8
3
<0.5
Menomonee C
l
2
97
34
ll
<0.5
Genesee B
3
10
87
ll
5
<0.5
*Organic matter was estimated by the dichromate oxidation method (13).
The analyses were conducted by the Soil and Plant Analysis Laboratory in Madison, Wisconsin.
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 Appendix I—A—l.
APPI‘INDXX A.
DESCRIPTION OF SEDIHENTS
identification and background information on suspended sediment samples obtained to evaluate particulate-associated
pollutant availability
 
Sample
No.
Locatio
n
Date
Cement
s
Sample
No.
Locatio
n
Date
Comment
s
CENESEE RIVER GRAND RIVER
l
Canasera
go Creek
It
19 May 7
7 Flo
w rateI
5.2 mlls
ec.
I
River mo
uth; 3 k
m.
15 June
77 Gran
d Rapids
, MI.
“SOS
Shakers Crossing, N.Y. down-stream from Grand Station 014119000 at km
Haven, MI. 66. Flow rate - 2.1 NJ
111
Avon, N.
Y.
21 June
77 Flo
w rate I
96.8 m3/
sec.
sec. Wa
ter tem
p I l6°c
.
‘
IV Jones Bridge at Highway 28 Sept 77 Flow rate - 205.5 m3/sec. II River mouth, 3 km. 23 Aug 77 Grand Rapids, MI. USGS 3
20A, Mt. Morris, N.Y. Sampled at rising portion down—stream from Grand Station 04119000 at km
of hydrograph. Haven, MI. 66. Flow rate - 23 n3/ 5
3 sec. Hater temp. I 20°C !
V Avon, NJ. 29 Sept 77 Flow rate I 238.9 m /sec. 7
Sampled at rising portion 111 River mouth; 3 km. 10 Apr 78 Grand Rapids, MI. USGS
of hydrograph. down-stream from Grand Station 01.119000 at km E
3 Haven. MI. 66. Flow rate - 391 n3/ n
‘11 Canaseraga Creek at 17 Febr 78 Flow rate I 6.2 III lsec. sec. Water temp. I 5°C. 1
Shakers CroSsing, N.Y.
3 IV River mouth; 3 km. 12 Apr 78 Grand Rapids, MI. USGS
VII Oatka Creek at 17 Febr 78 Flow rate I 7.1 m lsec. down-stream from Grand Station 04119000 at km
Garbutt. rm. Haven, MI. 66. Flow rate - 359 n3/
3 sec.
VIII Jones Bridge at Highway 17 Febr 78 Flow rate I 22.6 m lsec.
20A, Mt. Morris, N.Y. V River mouth; 3 km. 21 Apr 78 Grand Rapids, MI. USGS
3 down—stream from Grand Station 04119000 at km
IX Avon, N.Y. l7 Febr 78 Flow rate I 27.2 m lsec. Haven, MI. ﬁg. Flaw rate I 161
m /sec.
X Canaseraga Creek at 20 Sept 77 Flow rate I 101.3 m3/sec.
Shakers Crossing, FLY. NDiADJl RIVER
XI Canaseraga Creek at 22 Sept 77 Flow rate I 16.0 m3/sec. i 5.5 km from river mouth 20 May 77 Three days intemittant
Shakers Crossing, N.Y. (St. Louis Bay) between thunderstorm activity.
3 Hwy Abridge and 500 Line Rainfall I 4.5 cm. Flow
XII Cannaersga Creek at 21 June 77 Flow rate I 2.4 m /sec. RR bridge. South velocity I 4 cm/sec. ,
Shakers Crossing, N.Y. Superior, HI 5
XIV Avon, N.Y 29 Mar 78 Flow rate I 166.1 m3/sec. II 5.5 km from river mouth 1 June 77 Sampled at hydrograph ‘
water temp. - 2°C, (St. Louis Bay), between peek. Stage - 320 cm. _
3 Hwy Abridge and 500 Line Rainfall I 4.5 cm. Flow
XV Avon, NJ 6 Apr 78 Flow rate I 152.8 m /sec. RR bridge. South velocity I 105 cm/sec. ;
3 Superior, III 1
XVI Avon. N.Y 18 Apr 78 Flow rate I 283 In /sec.
Hater temp. = 2"(1 III 5.5 km from river A Aug 77 Thunderstorms. Stage
Reservoir release. mouth (St. Louis Bay). at normal summer level.
3 between Hwy Abridge and
XVll Avon, N.Y. 3 May 78 Flow rate I 73.6 m /sec. 500 Line RR bridge.
Hater temp. I 9 C. South Superior, WI
HENOHONEE RIVER IV 5.5 km from river 29 Sept 77 Sampled after 3—day rain
mouth (St. Louis Bay), (10 cm ppt). Stage I
1 Bridge at 70th St. , 2 Apr 77 Cage height 88 cm. between Hwy Abridge 312 cm. Discharge I 40 i
Hauwatasa, "1 Flow rate I 13.7 m /sec. and 500 Line RR bridge. m3/sec. Flow velocity I ‘
South Superior. WI 80 CID/sec; leaves presert
11 Bridge at 70th St., 28 June 77 Sampled at hydrograph in water.
WIWHCOSI. "1 peak. Gage height 83 Cm.
Rainfall I 1.5 cm. Flow V 5.5 km from river mouth 14 Nov 77 Gage height I 300 cm.
rate I 11.3 Illa/sec. (St. Louis Bay). between Flow rate I 32: mj/sec.
Hwy A bridge and 500 Line
In Bridge at 70th St., 18 July 77 Gage height I 99 cm. Flow RR bridge South Superior,
Hauwatosa, HI rate I 15.1 m /sec. 141 v
1V Bridge at 70th St., 8 Aug 77 Gage height I 61 cm. V1 5.5 km from river mouth 25 Febr 78 Late winter, just prior
"awatosa. "1 Sampled during hydrogravh (St. Louis Bay), between to spring runoff.
decli e. Flow rate I Hwy A bridge and 500 Line
3.7 m lsec. RR bridge. South
Superior, "1
V Bridge at 70th St., 13 Dec 77 Gage height I 62 cm.
Hauwatosa, HI Flow rate - A.0 m3/sec. VII 5.5 km from river mouth 30 Mar 78 Beginning of Spring run—
(St. Louis Bay). between off peak. Gage height I
V1 Bridge 35 70th Stu 3 F5171” 78 5532 height ' 52 cm. Hwy Ii bridge and Sec Line 370 cm and rising slowly.
Hauustosnn HI Flow rate I 2.1 m3/sec. RR bridge. South Ice present. Turbidity
Snowmelt. Superior, H1 abnormally low. Notable
to calculate flow rate
VII Bridge at 70th St.. 22 Mar 78 Gage height I 79 cm. Flow due to 11:9 cover,
Hauwatosa, HI rate I 9.9 m3/sec.
SnnWVH- VIII 5.5 km from river mouth 31 Mar 78 Peak of snow melt run-
(St. Louis Bay), between off: peak law this year.
VIII Bridge at 70th s:., 30 Mar 78 Gage height - 69 cm. Flow "W A bridge and 500 Line Gage height I ‘40 cru-
u.u.,.ma_ "1 ma . 5,7 m lsec. xx bridge. South Flow rate - 106 n3/sec.
Superior, WI Flow velocity I 91 cm/sec
Ix Bridge at 70th St., 6 Apr 78 Gage height - 75 cm. Flow
wawutosa, HI rate - 8.6 val/sec. IX 5.5 km from river 2 Apr 78 Samples obtained during
mouth (St. Louis Ray). decline of snow melt
x Bridge at 70th St., III Apr 75 Cage height - 87 cm. Flow between Rwy A bridge and runoff. Cane heixht '
wauuucoee, wI rate - 13.1. n3/sec. 500 Line RR bridge. 3 0 cm. Flow rate - (.4
Rainfall r L‘s rm. South Superior, WI m /sec. Flow velocity I
62 cm/sec. Large patches
HAUHEE RIVER of brownish scum on water
—“___ surface. River clear of
I uscs Station, 26 Apr 77 Mean aily flow rate - ice and stnav decllntnx
Haterville, OH 931 m /sec. Normal rapidly.
high-flow spring runoff
event. X 5.5 km from river mouth 8 Apr 78 Samples obtained during
(St. Louis Bay), between second spring runoff
11 uses Station, 5 July 77 Mean daily flow rate- M A bridge and 500 Line pe-k which resulted from
Haterville. OH 116 m3/sec. Sampled 3: RR bridge. South a spring snowfall.
hydrastlph Pelk. Superior, HI Sampled during hydrograd:
decline. Cage height I I
111 USCS Station, 7 Dec 77 Mean daily flow rate- [050 cm. Flow rate I 1210
Uaterville, OH 120 m3/aec. m /sec. =
I
IV uscs Static“, 22 M“ 75 Mean daily flew “(e . XI 5.5 km from river mouth 22 Apr 78 End of spring runoff. i
Waterville, OH
2572 m3/sec. Very
high flow runoff.
(St. Louis Bay). between
Hwy Abridge and Son Line
RR bridge. South
Superior, WI
Gage height I 340 cm.
Flow rate I 45 lug/sec.
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 Appendix I-A-Z.
Identification and background information on bottom sediments
 
Sample No.
Location Date
Comments
Nemadji
A
I
—
l
S
M
e
n
o
m
o
n
e
e
C
Genesee
B
South Superior,
Minnesota
Jacobus
Park
Wauwatosa,
Wisconsin
Avon, New York
February 28, 1978
October 15, 1978
June 14, 1977
Sample obtained at bend
in river. Depth of
river = 2.5m.
River
bottom composed of hard,
red
clay
with
surficial
deposition
of coarse
sand,
fine
gravel,
and
litter
debris
Runoff from urban
development, light
industry,
and
expressway
development
 I
-
1
6
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SIZE
DIS
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ANI
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ATT
ER
CONT
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OF S
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MENT
S
Tab
le
I-B
—l.
Par
tic
le
siz
e d
ist
rib
uti
on
of
sus
pen
ded
sed
ime
nt
fro
m s
ele
cte
d r
ive
rs
at
the
Gre
at
Lak
es
Bas
in
Par
tic
les
Par
tic
le
siz
e d
ist
rib
uti
on,
Z
Par
tic
les
Par
tic
le
siz
e d
ist
rib
uti
on,
2
Sam
ple
>0.
2
m,
Sam
ple
>0.
2 u
m,
No.
mg/
L
0.2
to 2
mm
2 to
20 p
m
>20
mm
No.
rug/
L
0.2
to
2 pm
2 to
20 u
m
>20
um
  
GENE
SEE
RIVE
R
MAUM
EE R
IVER
  
I
41
14
59
27
I
244
39
49
12
III
56
14
48
38
II
121
52
46
2
IV
726
30
21
49
III
66
51
35
14
V
576
32
30
38
IV
253
29
45
26
VI
16
29
56
15
VII
11
49
27
24
GRAN
D RI
VER
VIII
135
13
52
35
IX
107
15
66
19
I
33
16
29
55
x
2,961
23
41
36
II
18
24
68
23
XI
394
33
30
37
III
41
17
49
44
XII
90
10
49
41
IV
51
18
39
43
XIV
473
27
45
28
V
28
32
50
18
XV
643
23
41
36
XVI
264
29
31
40
NEMAD
JI R
IVER
XVII
207
17
63
20
I
99
32
58
10
MENOM
ONEE
RIVER
II
571
22
60
18
III
100
42
48
10
I
458
38
55
IV
94
29
51
20
II
306
6
30
64
V
33
39
58
3
III
310
30
51
19
VI
5
72
28
0
IV
60
8
25
67
VII
558
26
51
23
V
16
75
19
6
VIII
114
31
51
18
VI
8
82
18
1
IX
139
27
54
15
VII
77
ll
44
45
X
519
22
48
29
VIII
28
16
35
49
XI
84
31
48
21
IX
28
43
39
18
X
87
26
44
30
|
\
  
Appendix I-B—2. Organic matter content of suspended sediment
from selected rivers of the Great Lakes Basin
 
Sample Organic matter, Z in particle size fractions
No. >O.2 um 0.2 to 2 pm 2 to 20 um >20 um
GENESEE RIVER
VI 28 52 15 59
VII 70 46 95 87
VIII 10 40 7 8
IX 16 27 ll 21
X 4 9 4 2
XI 10 13 8 11
XII 13 24 10 16
XIV 4 7 5 2
XV 4 9 4 3
XVI 4 10 5 2
XVII 14 20 4 3
MENOMONEE RIVER
VI -- 25 -- --
1x 15 13 16 15
x 19 21 20 17
MAUMEE RIVER
III 19 15 18 29
IV 14 ll 13 16
GRAND RIVER
III
15
23
13
17
IV 20 32 18 20
V
24
26
26
19
NEMADJI RIVER
V 13 15 9 75
VI 46 53 34 0
VII
5
8
5
5
VIII
10
14
10
10
IX
7
12
7
8
X
5
7
6
4
XI
7
8
6
7
I—l7
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PART II
AVAILABILITY OF PHOSPHORUS IN SUSPENDED SEDIMENTS
AND RECESSIONAL SHORELINE SOILS
by
D. E. ARMSTRONG
D. E. FLATNESS
J. J. PERRY
II-i
 ABSTRACT
The availability of inorganic phosphorus was measured in samples of
suspended sediment from five tributaries to the Great Lakes (Genesee, Grand,
lbumee, Ibnomonee, Nemadji) and in samples of recessional shoreline soils from
the northeastern shore of Lake Michigan and the southern shore of Lake Erie.
Two chemical methods were used to measure available inorganic P in the
sediment and soil samples; extraction with 0.1MNaOH (NaOH-P) and desorption
by equilibration with an anion exchange resin (resin-P). The NaOH-P was used
as an estimate of the maximum available inorganic P; resin—P was a measure of
a more readily available P fraction (released at higher concentrations of
inorganic P in solution). For the suspended sediment, mean values of NaOH-P
(as percent of sediment total P) were 14% for the Nemadji, 19% for the
Genesee, and about 35% for the Grand, Maumee, and Menomonee. Mean resin P
values ranged from 43 to 50% of the NaOH-P. The availability of inorganic P
was fairly uniform among the clay, silt,and sand size fractions for a given
tributary. Mean concentrations of available P (NaOH-P) in the suspended
sediments(ug P/g sediment) were 825 for the Grand, 469 for the Maumee, 460 for
the Menomonee, 162 for the Genesee, and 114 for the Nemadji. Mean
concentration of NaOH—P on a volume basis (ug P/L of water) were 132 for the
Maumee, 64 for the Menomonee, 36 for the Nemadji, 28 for the Genesee, and 16
for the Grand. For the recessional shoreline soils, available P (NaOH-P)
concentrations ranged from 1 to 11 ug P/g sediment, corresponding to l to 3%
of the total P.
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 II-l. INTRODUCTION
The goal of the investigation was to determine the availability
of phosphorus associated with suspended sediments transported to the
Great Lakes. Dissolved inorganic phosphate is the biologically-
available form of phosphorus. Consequently, the biological availability
of phosphorus in suspended sediments (particulate P) is determined by
the rate and extent of conversion to inorganic phosphate. Because
conversion to dissolved inorganic phosphate is controlled in part by
environmental factors, biological availability in situ depends on
location—specific conditions.
The relationships between particulate phosphorus, dissolved
inorganic phosphate, and algal phosphorus are illustrated in Fig.
II—l. Particulate P in suspended sediment can be divided into non-
apatite (largely Fe- and Al—associated), apatite, and organic forms
(1,2). The inorganic P forms tend to control the phosphate concentra—
tion in solution through adsorption—desorption or precipitation-
dissolution reactions. Particulate organic P will release dissolved
organic P to solution, but dissolved organic P must also be converted
to inorganic phosphate to become available.
Phosphorus—limited algae
can reduce the phosphate concentration to low levels (<0.1 ug/L),
thereby causing the release of particulate inorganic P to solution (3).
The extent of availability of particulate P can be viewed as depending
on the competition between the algal cell and the sediment particle for
phosphate in solution. Available particulate P is the amount released
from the particle at the given phOSphate concentration in solution.
Consequently, the factors controlling the availability of particulate
P in suspended sediments include 1. the forms and amounts of phosphorus
in the particulate fraction, 2. the residence time of the particle in
the lake water, 3. the phosphorus statusof the algal population, 4.
the solution phosphate concentration maintained by the algal or other
phosphorus sinks, and 5. other factors controlling the solubility of
particulate phosphorus such as pH and Eh.
Assessing the actual availability of phosphorus as controlled by
the above variables would require modeling the environment around the
sediment particle throughout its residence time in the lake water.
However, the potential availability of phosphorus can be evaluated by
meaSuring the particulate forms of P which could be released at a low
solution phosphate concentration in a realistic time period.
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Two main bioassay approaches have been used to estimate the potential
availability of particulate phosphorus: 1. Growth response bioassay
techniques (4-6), and 2. direct measurement of the conversion of sediment
inorganic P to algal organic P (5, 7—9). Both approaches can be used
to estimate the amount of available P in a given sample. However, the
direct measurement approach can also be used to determine the
availability of the different phosphorus forms.
In the direct measurement approach (7,8), uptake of sediment or
soil P was measured as the decrease in particulate inorganic P or the
increase in particulate organic P following incubation of a P-limited
algal P0PU1atiOH (SeZanastrum capricornutum)with the suspended soil or
sediment in a growth media containing the sediment or soil as the sole
source of P. This approach assumes that utilization of sediment P
involves the conversion of inorganic P (sediment) to organic P in the
algal cells; availability of sediment organic P is assumed to be
negligible. A small correction is made for inorganic P in the algal
cells. By measuring the amounts of non-apatite and apatite inorganic
P before and after incubation with the test alga, the relationships
between phosphorus forms and biological availability were evaluated.
A procedure involving sequential extraction with 0.1N NaOH fOIIOWed
by N HCl was used to measure the forms of soil or sediment inorganic P
(8). Under the conditions used, the NaOH—P andHCl-P fraCtions correspond
closely to the non—apatite and apatite inorganic P fractions, respectively
(1). For a wide range of soils a high proportion (regression coefficient
0.83) of the NaOH—P was available within 48 hr (8), while the HCl-P
fraction was essentially unavailable, even over a 4—week period.
Similar results were found for lake sediments (7). Consequently,
NaOH-P (or non-apatite inorganic P) appears to represent the maximum
amount of suspended sediment inorganic P likely to become available.
The uptake of the NaOH-P fraction from suspended sediment by algae
can be viewed as a desorption reaction (Fig. 11-1). The NaOH-P is
desorbed because of the low solution phosphate concentration maintained
by the P—deficient algae. Consequently, an alternative approach for
measuring available inorganic P is to measure the amount of sediment
P desorbed when a low solution phosphate concentration is maintained
by an anion exchange resin (6,10,11). For several soils, it was found
that the amount of inorganic P desorbed by the resin (resin-P)
corresponded to approximately 50% of the NaOH—P (10). The solution
phosphate concentration in the soil-resin system was near the chemical
detection limit, about 1 ug/L. Apparently, P—deficient algae are able
to reduce solution phosphate to a lower concentration than the resin
(perhaps <0.l pg/L), thereby resulting in a greater extent of inorganic
P desorption (3). Recently, it was shownthat the amount of soil
inorganic P desorbed by resin—fixed aluminum correspondedclosely to
the NaOH-P fraction, substantiating the belief that the NaOH—P can be
desorbed if the solution P concentration is sufficiently low (12).
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 II-Z. CONCLUSIONS
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The availability of inorganic P in the recessional shoreline
samples investigated was low (<3% of total P). If these samples are
representative, the contribution of shoreline erosion to available P
loadings to the Great Lakes is relatively low.
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 II-3. SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS
Collection of Samples
The suspended sediment samples collected from the Genesee, Grand,
Maumee, Menomonee, and Nemadji are described in Appendix I-A and I-B.
Samples of recessional shoreline material were obtained from the
southern shore of Lake Erie and the northeast shore of Lake Michigan.
These samples are described in Appendix II-A-l.
Analysis of Phosphorus Forms
Dissolved reactive phosphorus (DRP) was defined as the reactive
phosphorus present in the <0.2 um size fraction (15). Total phosphorus
was determined by the acid—persulfate digestion technique (16). Samples
digested by autoclaving (120°C at 15 psi), were neutralized and
analyzed (15). Digested sediment fractions were filtered (0.45 pm
Millipore) prior to neutralization. The total P in the sediment or
sediment size fraction was termed total particulate P (TPP).
Available inorganic P in suspended sediments was estimated by two
chemical methods, anion exchange resin desorption (resin-P) and dilute
NaOH extractable P (NaOH—P). Following the NaOH extraction, HCl was
used to extract the remaining sediment inorganic P (HCl—P). The sum
of NaOH—P + HCl—P was used as an estimate of sediment "total" inorganic P.
NaOH-P
The sediment was extracted (18 hr) with 0.1N NaOH in N NaCl in
50 ml polypropylene centrifuge tubes using a sediment solution ratio
of 1:1000 or wider, usually 1:2000 (15 mg sediment per 30 m1 reagent)
(8). The procedure is similar to procedures described elsewhere
(e.g., 17), except for the solution:sediment ratio. Following
extraction, the samples were centrifuged, filtered (0.45 Um Millipore),
neutralized and analyzed (15).
II—7
 HCl—P
 
Th
e
sa
mp
le
pr
ev
io
us
ly
ex
tr
ac
te
d
wi
th
0.
1N
Na
OH
wa
s
ex
tr
ac
te
d
(1
hr)
wi
th
NH
Cl
.
Af
te
r
ce
nt
ri
fu
ga
ti
on
,
de
ca
nt
at
io
n,
fi
lt
ra
ti
on
(0
.4
5
pm
Mil
lip
ore
),
and
neu
tra
liz
ati
on,
the
sam
ple
s w
ere
ana
lyz
ed
(15
).
Resin—P
The
met
hod
(10
)
was
sim
ila
r
to
pre
vio
usl
y
des
cri
bed
pro
ced
ure
s
(18
,20
).
Dow
ex
l—8
X
ani
on
exc
han
ge
res
in
(Cl
for
m),
of
20
to
50
mes
h
par
tic
le
siz
e,
was
cle
ane
d
and
con
ver
ted
to
the
HCO
3
for
m b
y
soa
kin
g
in
0.
1ﬂ
4K
HC
03
.
Th
e
re
si
n
wa
s
ac
et
on
e
ri
ns
ed
,
ai
r-
dr
ie
d,
si
ev
ed
(25
0
Mm
),
and
the
>25
0 u
m
fra
cti
on
was
ret
ain
ed
for
use
.
The
res
in,
1.6
ml
(1.
0
g),
was
add
ed
to
the
sed
ime
nt
sus
pen
sio
n
(30
ml)
in
a 5
0
ml
pol
yca
rbo
nat
e
cen
tri
fug
e
tub
e
usi
ng
a
sed
ime
nt:
sol
uti
on
rat
io
> 1
:10
00,
usu
all
y
1:2
000
(15
mg
sed
ime
nt
per
30
ml)
.
The
res
in-
sed
ime
nt
sys
tem
was
equ
ili
bra
ted
by
sha
kin
g f
or
18
hr.
Aft
er
equ
ili
bra
tio
n,
the
mix
tur
e w
as
sie
ved
(25
0
pm)
to
sep
ara
te
the
res
in
fro
m t
he
sed
ime
nt.
The
>20
um
sed
ime
nt
fra
cti
ons
wer
e p
re—
sie
ved
to
exc
lud
e >
250
um
par
tic
les
pri
or
to
the
res
in—
P
mea
sur
eme
nt.
The
res
in
was
rin
sed
wit
h
a s
mal
l a
mou
nt
of
wat
er
and
tra
nsf
err
ed
to
a l
ong
—ne
ck
fun
nel
plu
gge
d
wit
h g
las
s w
ool
for
elu
tio
n.
The
res
in
was
equ
ili
bra
ted
wit
h 0
.25
N
H28
04
(30
min
),
elu
ted
(to
tal
aci
d v
olu
me
of
75 m
l)
at
<2
mL/
min
and
an
ali
quo
t
(50
m1)
of
the
elu
ate
was
ana
lyz
ed
(15
).
The
aci
dit
y o
f t
he
Mur
phy
—Ri
ley
rea
gen
t w
as
dec
rea
sed
by
an
amo
unt
equ
al
to
the
equ
iva
len
ts
of
aci
d i
n t
he
H25
04
elu
ate
to
eli
min
ate
the
neu
tra
liz
ati
on
ste
p.
The
rel
ati
ons
hip
sbe
twe
en
res
in-
P,
NaO
H—P
, p
hos
pho
rus
in
sol
uti
on
and
the
phos
phor
us
form
s in
the
sedi
ment
are
illu
stra
ted
in F
ig.
11-2
.
As
the
pho
sph
oru
s c
onc
ent
rat
ion
in
sol
uti
on
is
low
ere
d,
rel
eas
e o
f
pho
sph
oru
s f
rom
the
sed
ime
nt
occ
urs
.
How
eve
r,
unt
il
the
sol
uti
on
con
cen
tra
tio
n r
eac
hes
a l
ow
lev
el,
the
fra
cti
on
rel
eas
ed
fro
m t
he
sed
ime
nt
is
sma
ll.
The
pho
sph
oru
s c
onc
ent
rat
ion
mai
nta
ine
d b
y t
he
resin (“1 UgP/L) results in desorption of about 50% of the NaOH-P.
How
eve
r,
if
the
con
cen
tra
tio
n i
s l
owe
red
fur
the
r (
m0.
l u
gP/
L),
des
orp
tio
n
of t
he N
aOH-
P fr
acti
on o
ccur
s.
Deso
rpti
on f
rom
the
HCl—
P fr
acti
on i
s
insi
gnif
ican
t.
The
NaOH
—P c
orre
spon
ds c
lose
ly t
o th
e no
n—ap
atit
e in
orga
nic
P an
d th
e HC
leP
to a
pati
te P
in t
he s
edim
ent.
The
shap
e of
the
deso
rpti
on
cur
ve
wil
l v
ary
bet
wee
n s
edi
men
ts,
lea
din
g t
o d
iff
ere
nce
s i
n t
he
rel
ati
ve
pro
por
tio
ns
of
res
in-
P a
nd
NaO
H—P
.
Fur
the
rmo
re,
the
pho
sph
oru
s
concentrations corresponding to desorption of resin-P (point B) and
NaOH—P (point A) are difficult to measure and are only approximate
conc
entr
atio
ns.
Base
d on
the
rela
tive
ly l
ow p
hosp
horu
s co
ncen
trat
ion
corresponding to the desorption of resin-P, and the phosphorus
concentrations in Great Lakes waters, it seems likely that in situ
availability might correspond more closely to resin-P than to NaOH-P.
However, available inorganic P should not exceed NaOH—P.
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 II—4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Availability of Particulate P in Suspended Sediment
Available P in suspended sediments was measured as NaOH—P and
resin—P; NaOH—P apparently represents the maximum amount of available
inorganic P in suspended sediments, while resin—P may correspond more
closely to the amount expected to become available from large particles
with a short residence time in the lake water or for sediment suspended
in lake water containing significant levels of dissolved inorganic P.
Proportion of available inorganic P in suspended sediment
The availability of inorganic P in suspended sediment varied
appreciably among the tributaries (Table 11-1). The group mean values
for NaOH—P (Z of total particulate P) were 14% for the Nemadji, 19% for
the Genesee, and about 35% for the Grand, Maumee, and Menomonee samples.
In spite of the wide variations in suspended sediment concentrations
and time of sampling, the NaOH—P fraction for'thesamples from a given
tributary was fairly constant (c.v. = 5 to 37%). This suggests some
uniformity in the available P characteristics of sediments transported
in a giVen tributary under different conditions of season, discharge
and suspended sediment load.
Relationships between resin-P and NaOH-P
 
The amounts of NaOH—P and resin-P in the suspended sediments were
closely related (Table 11-1); the group mean values for resin—P ranged
from 43 to 50% of the NaOH-P fraction. The resin—P represents a
"readily desorbed" fraction of the NaOH—P. The remaining NaOH—P
(NaOH—P minus resin—P) also can be desorbed if the solution inorganic
phosphorus concentration is sufficiently low. Solution inorganic P
concentration maintained in resin-soil suspension systems is
approximately 1 ug/L (10).
However, complete desorption of the NaOH-P
apparently requires the solution inorganic P concentration to be below
the chemical detection limit, perhaps <0.l ug/L (8).
Apparently, for
the suspended tributary sediments, a solution concentration of about
1 ug/L resulted in desorption of about 50% of the NaOH-P (see Fig. 11-2).
II—lO
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= t
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 Similarly, Sagher (8) found that 1/2 of the P desorbed from soils
in an algal-soil suspension was desorbed when the solution inorganic P
concentration had been reduced to approximately 1 ug/L. Based on these
phosphorus concentration—desorption relationships, the amOunts of inorganic
P desorbed from suspended sediments in waters of the Great Lakes may
correspond more closely to resin—P than NaOH—P.
Available P-particle size relationships
The distribution of available P according to suspended sediment
particle size was investigated because available P might be concentrated
in the fine particulates and because the residence time in the lake
water column would be longer for fine than for coarse particulates.
For the grouped samples, the proportion (Z of particulate P in size
fraction) of available P (NaOH—P or resin-P) in the three size fractions
(0.2 to 2, 2 to 20, >20 um) was fairly constant (Table 11—2). The
exceptions were the higher proportion of available P (resin—P or
NaOH-P) in the fine (0.2 to 2 pm) size fraction of the Grand and
Menomonee samples. Relatedly, in the 0.2 to 2 um fraction, the resin-P
also represented a higher proportion of the NaOH—P in the Grand (75%)
and Menomonee (63%) than in the other size fractions or composite
sample (about 50%; Table 11—1). In the Grand samples, this was related
to the high proportion of resin—P in the Grand I sample (Appendix II—B).
In the Menomonee, the higher ratio of resin-P/NaOH—P was found in 5 of 8
samples collected. The high prOportion of resin-P to NaOH-P indicates
the inorganic P in these fractions would be released more readily than
in the other fractions. Apparently, the slope of the adsorption-desorption
isotherm is lower for these suspended sediments. This would result in
the desorption of a higher proportion of the NaOH-P at the solution
inorganic P concentration maintained in the resin-suspended sediment
system (see Fig. II—2).
The high proportion of NaOH—P in the 0.2 to 2 pm size fraction of
the Grand and Menomonee samples was accompanied by a decrease in the
proportion of organic P (Table 11-2); the proportion of HCl—P in the
0.2 to 2 pm fraction was similar to the proportion in the other size
fractions. A high proportion of HCl—P was observed for the >20 um size
fraction of the Genesee samples (Table 11-2). This increase in HCl—P
was associated with a decrease in the proportion of organic—P.
In spite of the exceptions discussed above, the relative phosphorus
composition was similar for the different size fractions (Table 11—2).
This similarity in composition indicates that the larger particles may
be composed in part of aggregates of smaller size particles. The
sediments were dispersed by shaking in water 12 to 18 hours prior to
particle size fractionation. The use of chemical or vigorous physical
dispersion techniques was avoided because the goal was to obtain
particle siZe—settling velocity informationrepresentative of the
suspended sediment transported to the Great Lakes. The harsh dispersion
techniques would bias the results toward a higher proportion of fine
II—lZ
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Table II—2. Distribution of phosphorus fractions among particle size fraction*
P fraction as Z of total particulate P in size fraction
  
Composite,
Tributary 0.2 to 2 um 2 to 20 um >20 um >O.2 um
Resin-P
Genesee** 6 9 5 8
Grand 40 16 17 19
Maumee 18 17 14 17
Menomonee 29 15 16 17
Nemadji 7 7 7 7
NaOH-P
Genesee** 24 18 14 18
Grand 53 36 34 37
Maumee 36 32 32 34
Menomonee 46 36 37 38
Nemadji 16 l4 16 15
HCl—P
Genesee** 35 44 58 44
Grand 18 19 17 18
Maumee 18 20 25 20
Menomonee 28 25 26 27
Nemadji 43 61 51 51
Total organic P
Genesee** 41 38 28 35
Grand 28 46 49 48
Maumee 46 48 43 47
Menomonee 26 39 37 38
Nemadji 41 25 _ 33 32
*Mean valuesfor the samples collected (see Appendix I-A-l, Table I—3). Note:
Because data was not obtained on all size fractions for some samples, the
composite values above may differ somewhat from values calculated from the
mean size distribution (Table 1-3) and the mean P distribution in the size
fraction (above).
**Samples from Avon sampling station.
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Table II—
3. Conce
ntrations
of phosph
orus in
suspended
sediments
 
Total
partic
ulate
Total
partic
ulate
n*
P
inorga
nic P
NaOH—P
HCl-P
Resin
P D
RP
  
ug/g**
ug/L
Genesee
All sampl
es
15
833 (36)
429 (32)
162 (71)
284 (25)
68 (90)
23 (70)
Avon
6
597 (33)
382 (23
110 (34)
277 (25)
50 (48)
20 (35)
Canaserga
5
1101 (33)
549 (37)
238 (68)
324 (12)
104 (91)
32 (80)
Grand
4
2259 (47)
1184 (32)
825 (43)
359 (16)
368 (24)
43 (59)
Maumee
4
1398 (30)
742 (23)
469 (30)
273 (35)
237 (46)
149 (23)
1
1
—
1
4
Menomo
nee
6
1218 (
25)
759 (2
1)
460 (2
4) 29
8 (32)
201 (2
4) 79
(42)
Nemadj
i
10
835 (2
3)
529 (1
5)
114 (5
0) 40
0 ( 7)
59 (41
) 14
(58)
*Total
number
of sam
ples i
n each
group;
sample
number
is les
s for
some a
nalyse
s beca
use in
suffic
ient
sediment was avai
lable for all ana
lyses.
**Va1ues in paren
theses are coeffi
cient of variatio
n (cv).
   
  
particles. The relative uniformity in the proportion of available P
in the three size fractions (Table 11—2) combined with a similar
uniformity in sediment distribution (Table I—3) indicates that the
amounts of available P in the three size fractions are similar.
Because of the low proportion of sediment (N152) in the >20 um
fraction of the Maumee and Nemadji (Table 1—3), the proportion of
available P in that size fraction is correspondingly lower than in the
0.2 to 2 and 2 to 20 um fractions.
Particle size information is of interest because availabilityis
controlled in part by the residence time of particles in the lake water.
Large particles may settle from the water column before transport to
the open lake water or release phosphorus to solution. Available
evidence indicates that the rate of phosphorus desorption is rapid
(8,10). For example, most of the NaOH-P fraction was desorbed from
soil particles within 48 hr when the soil was incubated in suspension
with P-deficientalgae (8). The settling velocities of the three size
fractions selected in this investigation (measured directly to separate
the fractions) were 0.01 to 1.1, 1.1 to 110, and > 110 cm/hr
respectively, for the 0.2 to 2, 2 to 20 and >20 um size fractions.
Using a 20 m water column as a frame of reference, the corresponding
residence times would be >76 days for the 0.2 to 2 um, 0.76 to 76 days
for the 2 to 20 um, and <18 hr for the >20 um size fraction. Considering
the expected increase in residence time in the actual lake system due
to turbulence, settling velocity could be a limiting factor in
controlling P availability for the >20 um fraction, but should be
relatively unimportant for the two smaller size fractions. For the
suspended sediments in these size fractions, phosphorus concentration
in solution will likely be more important than settling velocity in
controlling the availability of the particulate inorganic P.
Concentrations of available P in suspended sediments
Comparison of phosphorus concentrations (ug P/g sediment) in
suspended sediments (Table 11—3) provides further insight into the
available P characteristics of suspended sediments. Comparing sediments
from the different tributaries, the total inorganic P concentration
(Table II-3) tended to increase in the same order as the proportion of
available inorganicP (Table 11—1), i.e., Nemadji = Genesee < Menomonee =
Maumee = Grand. This indicates that variations in suspended sediment
inorganic P concentration are related more to variations in available P
(NaOH—P) than non-available P (HCl-P). The NaOH-P concentration
(Table 11-3) increased in the same order as the proportion of NaOH—P
(Table 11-1), i.e., Nemadji < Genesee < Menomonee = Maumee = Grand.
In contrast, the concentration of HCl-P was less variable between
tributaries and relatively unimportant in accounting for variations
in total inorganic P concentration (Table II-3). The total inorganic
P concentration was exceptionally high in the Grand (1184 ug/g) as compared
to the other tributaries (429 to 759 ug/g). This was related mainly
to the high NaOH—P concentration (825 ug/g) as compared to the NaOH—P
in suspended sediments from the other tributaries (114 to 469 ug/g).
The high NaOH-P level in the Grand samples (1184 ug/g) was related in
part to the high concentration in the Grand I sample (1349 ug/g) as
11—15
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oth
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50
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nd
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are
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The
low
tot
al
ino
rga
nic
P c
onc
ent
rat
ion
s
in
the
Gen
ese
e
and
Nem
adj
i
sed
ime
nts
(42
9
and
529
pg/
g,
res
pec
tiv
ely
)
are
ass
oci
ate
d w
ith
cor
res
pon
din
gly
low
NaO
H-P
con
cen
tra
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ns
(11
4 a
nd
162 ug/g; Appendix II—A—Z).
Comparisons with other measurements
The
res
ult
s o
bta
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d i
n t
his
inv
est
iga
tio
n a
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agr
eem
ent
wit
h
avai
labl
e i
nfor
mati
on f
rom
prev
ious
inve
stig
atio
ns.
Bahn
ick
(19)
foun
d
P release from Nemadji River sediment suspended in Lake Superior water
was
abou
t 50
pg P
/g s
edim
ent.
This
valu
e is
in c
lose
agre
emen
t wi
th
the average resin—P value (59 ug/g) found in this investigation
(Table II-3). The amount released corresponded to only 44% of the
NaOH
—P (
114
ug/g
), p
roba
bly
beca
use
of t
he r
elat
ivel
y hi
gh i
norg
anic
P
conc
entr
atio
n in
solu
tion
in t
he s
edim
ent—
lake
wate
r la
bora
tory
syst
em
(m12 ug P/L).
In s
edim
ents
from
the
Gene
see
Basi
n,
rang
es o
f 11
to 4
10 u
g/g
for
NaOH
-P a
nd 1
87 t
o 73
1 ug
/g f
or H
Cl—P
were
repo
rted
(21)
.
For
stre
ams
in northwestern New York draining into Lake Erie reported
aver
age
valu
es o
f 25
3 ug
/g f
or N
aOH-
P +
CDB—
P an
d 26
5 ug
/g f
or H
Cl-P
were found( 22). The corresponding values from this investigation
(Genesee) are 162 ug/g and 284 ug/g for NaOH—P and HCl—P, respectively.
The combined amounts of P extracted by the NaOH and CDB reagents (22)
should be approximately the same as P extracted by the NaOH reagent
in this investigation because of the wider sediment:solution ratio used
here (8).
For eastern Michigan tributaries draining into Lake Erie, Logan
(22) found average values of 823 ug/g for NaOH-P + CDB—P and 163 ug/g
for HCl—P. This compares with the average values of 825 ug/g for
NaOH—P and 359 ug/g for HCl-P found in the Grand samples (Table 11—3).
The results of this investigation are also in agreement with results
obtained by Thomas and Williams (23) for stream and lake samples on
the Canadian side of the basin. For several streams, available P
(non-apatite inorganic P) ranged from 27 to 40% of total particulate
P (mean is 33%). This compares to the range of 14 to 37% for the
U.S. streams in this investigation (Table II—l). Similarly the
Canadian values for Lake Superior (14%) and Lake Erie (37%) samples
are in agreement with the corresponding tributary values (Nemadji and
Maumee, respectively) from this investigation. The higher Canadian
value for Lake Ontario (31 to 32%) as compared to the value for the
Genesee (19%) may reflect differences in the soils on the U.S. and
Canadian sides in this region.
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 Available P loadings
 
Amounts of available inorganic P in suspended sediment expressed
as a proportion of sediment total P (Table II—l) or as the concentration
of P in the sediment (Table II-3) are not necessarily reflective of the
relative amounts of available P transported on a unit volume or unit
time basis (Table 11-4).
Differences betWeen streams in suspended
sediment concentration or discharge are major factors in available P
loading rates.
For example, because of a low average suspended sediment
concentration, the Grand ranked lowest among the five tributaries in
particulate available P/unit volume (pg P/L) even though the Grand River
ranked highest in available P concentration (ug P/g)
in the suspended
sediment (Table 11-4).
However, the relatiVe ranking for available P
concentration amongthe other four tributaries was the same on a volume
(pg/L) or sediment weight (pg/g) basis.
The relatively high average
discharge rates for the Maumee,
Grand and Genesee are major factors
in accounting for the relatively high annual loadings of available
particulate P for these tributaries.
However, the relatively low
suspended sediment concentration in the Grand results in a lower
available particulate P loading rate than.for the Maumee in spite
of the high discharge rate, and high concentration of available P in the
Suspended sediment of the Grand.
The estimated annual tributary loadings of total particulate P (24)
and the average proportion of total P present as available P (Table II—l)
in the tributary sediments can be used to calculate the estimated annual
loading of available P in suspended sediments
(Table 11—4).
These
values can be compared with the estimated dissolved P loadings
(assumed
to be available)
to evaluate the relative importance of dissolved and
particulate available P loadings.
According to these estimates,
available particulate P ranges from 23 to 77% of the total available P
loading
for
the
five
tributaries.
The
low proportion
in the
Grand
(43%)
is related to the low suspended sediment concentration, while
the
low proportion
in the
Nemadji
(23%)
reflects
the
low P
concentration
in
the
sediment
and
the
low fraction
of
the
sediment
P present
as
available
P.
In contrast,
particulate available
P in
the Genesee
represents
about
77% of
the
total
availablef’loading
even
though
the
available
P
fraction is
low
(19% of total particulate
P),
due
in part
to
the
high
suspended
sediment
concentrations.
Based
on P
loadings
(24)
and availability
of particulate
P
(X)
found
in this
investigation,
about
50%
of the
U.S.
tributary
loading
of P
to
the
Great
Lakes
is
in available
forms;
about
50% of
the
available
P
is
particulate
(suspended
sediment)
and
50%
is
dissolved.
The
proportions
are about
the same
for
total P
loading
or
the
loading
from diffuse sources.
This calculation assumes that the availability
of
sediment
P
in the
tributaries
investigated
is
representative;
because
no tributaries to Lake Huron were measured,
the proportion of suspended
sediment
P present as
available P
in Lake Huron
tributaries was
assumed
 Table 11—4. Comparison of dissolved and particulate available P loadings in tributaries.
 
Available particulate inorganic P** Available P from diffuse sources***
Suspended Concentration Concentration Of total Distribution
Tributary Discharge* sediment* in sediment on volume basis particulate P Annual Loading Dissolved Particulate
m3/sec mg/L ug/g ug/L 2 tonnes Z++ --——-.—~——Z
Cenesee+ 78 259 110 28 19 97 23 23 77
Grand 114 19 825 16 37 202 58 57 43
Haumee 141 283 A69 132 34 1034 46 40 60
Menomon
ee
2.7
138+++
460
64
37
15 5
2
no
so
Nemadj
i
ll
3l2
114
36
l4
52
61
77+
23
2
Mean "historical" values (2A).
** NaOM-P; measured in this investigation; concentration on a volume basis was calculated from the measured concentration in sediment
and the mean "historical" suspended sediment concentration.
*** Calculated from the dissolved and total particulate P loadings for 1975 (2k) and the mean available P level (NaOH-P as Z of total
particulate P) found for each tributary in this investigation (see column 5 above). Dissolved P is considered to be completely
available.
+ Avon station samples only.
Expressed as Z of the total P loading.
H
+++ Meun value during sampling intervals in this investigation.
_
.
.
Based on unit area loading (24).
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 to be about the same as that in Lake Michigan and Lake Erie tributaries
(about 35%). However, the proportion of available P contributed by P
in suspended sediments differs appreciably among tributaries, as shown
in Table II—4.
Availability of Particulate Inorganic P in Recessional Shoreline Soils
The recessional shoreline soil samples were characterized bya low
proportion of available P (resin-P or NaOH—P) and a high proportion
of HCl—P (Tables II—S and 11-6). Total particulate P concentration
ranges were 35 to 1086 pg P/g for size-fractionated samples and 39 to
513 ug P/g for composite samples. However, resin-P and NaOH—P
concentration ranges were 3 to 36 pg P/g and l to 33 ug P/g, respectively,
corresponding to 2 to 12% and l to 11% of the total particulate P.
For all recessional shoreline samples, HCl—P was the dominant fraction,
representing >682 of total particulate P concentration for the
composite samples.
The recessional shoreline soils exhibited no clearly distinguishable
trends with respect to size fraction (Table 11-6); general uniformity
existed for all P fractions, especially in the percentage of available
particulate inorganic P (NaOH—P or resin—P). The highly siliceous
sand fraction (>20 um) of the Lake Michigan shoreline samples was
extremely low in total P content (Table 11-6).
The NaOH—P and resin—P fractions were in close agreement;
consistently higher NaOH-P values, as observed for the suspended
sediments, were not found. This uniformity is shown for all size
fractions except the sand fractions of samples 0-1, 0—3 and Sleeping
Bear 3-2 (Table II—6). The resin-P values were much higher than NaOH-P
for these samples. These differences are attributed to inadequate
separation of the soil from the resin during the analysis, and partial
extraction of additional soil inorganic P into the resin—Pi fraction
as the inorganic P was eluted from the resin by acid treatment. The
resin-P method requires the sand fraction to be presieved to exclude
particles >250 pm to allow subsequent separation of the resin from the
resin-soil mixture prior to elution of the resin with acid. If soil
particles (>250 um) are retained with resin, the acid will extract P
from the soil particles, resulting in an overestimation of the resin-Pi
fraction. For samples containing appreciable amounts of particles
>250 um—-as the case with these soils——NaOH—P results were considered
more reliable estimates of particulate inorganic P.
For the non—fractionated or composited size-fractionated samples,
(Tables 11—5 and 11—6), available P (NaOH—P) ranged from 1 to 16 ug
P/g, corresponding to l to 4% of the total P. The one exception was the
Peterson Park 1—2 composited sample (NaOH—P is 10% of total P). However,
this corresponds to only 6 ug P/g due to the low total P content of this
sample. A small variability in the NaOH-P concentration (ug P/g) can
result in a large percentage difference in NaOH—P for those samples
exhibiting extremely low total P concentrations.
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Phosphorus Distribution
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To
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P
Na
OH
—P
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l—
P
Na
OH
—P
HC
l-
P
——
Z
of
To
ta
l
P
—
—
NORTHEASTERN LAKE MICHIGAN SHORE
Peterson Park
1-1
1-2
1-3
Leland
2-1
2-2
2-3
Sleeping Bear
3-1
3-2
3-3
3—4
28
3
2
24
2
l
86
7O
2
61
3
87
85
2
58
2
68
282
4
249
1
88
32
6
8
28
0
2
86
339
11
29
2
3
86
39
1
44
3
11
3
81
1
66
1
81
20
5
16
3
80
471
9
425
2
90
SOUTHERN LAKE ERIE SHORE
342
2
292
1
85
351
2
320
1
91
445
5
387
l
87
513
4
412
1
80
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Table 11—6. Inorganic phosphorus distribution in size—fractionated samples from
recessional shoreline soils along the Great Lakes
5011 No. and $011 in Phosphorus distribution“
frlcticn fraction Tot-1 P Resin-P NsOH-P HCl—P Resin-P NaOH-P HCl-P
—- um ———-Z——— us P/g z of Total P
SOUTHERN LAKE ERIE SHORE
0-1
0.2-2 1 125 3 ND 54 2 —° 43
2—20 72 354 10 5 326 3 1 92
>20 27 379 33 2 343 9 1 91
>0.2 -— 358 16 (4) 328 5 (1) 92
0—3
0.2—2 1 110 5 ND 34 5 - 31
2—20 63 367 18 17 342 5 5 93
>20 35 316 34 2 332 11 1 105
>0.2 —— 343 23 (11) 332 7 (3) 97
0-6
0.2—2 1 315 13 7 243 4 2 77
2—20 65 462 7 4 377 2 1 82
>20 36 400 11 5 346 3 1 87
>0.2 —- 439 8 4 365 2 1 83
0—7
0.2—2 3 1086 32 10 853 3 1 79
2—20 50 536 11 5 410 2 1 76
>20 47 423 8 3 377 2 1 89
>0.2 —- 499 10 A 408 2 1 82
NORTHEASTERN LAKE MICHIGAN SHORE
Sleeping
Bear 3-2
0.2—2 0.4 174 15 s 90 9 5 52
2-20 13 496 22 33 296 4 7 60
>20 99.3 64 8 1 47 12 2 73
>0.2 -- 66 8 1 4B 12 2 73
Peterson
Park 1-2
0.2—2 0 -- — —— -- — -- -
2-20 9 329 36 38 297 11 9 90
)20 91 35 3 4 32 9 11 91
>0.2 - 61 6 6 SB 10 10 92
 
*Phosphorus present as Resin-P, NsOE-P and HCl-P.
an incomplete data for size fractions.
ND indicates concentration was not distinguishable frol the blank.
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APPENDIX A.
Appendix II-A-l.
RECESSIONAL SHORELINE SOILS AND TRIBUTARY SEDIMENTS
Description of recessional shoreline soil samples*
 
 
Sample
No. Location Material Comments
Southern Lake Erie Shorel Ohio
01 Ashtabula Till Recession rate 30 to 90 cm/yr
03
Brat
enah
l
Till
Rece
ssio
n ra
te 3
0 to
90 c
m/yr
06
Verm
ilio
n
Till
Rece
ssio
n ra
te 3
0 to
90 c
m/yr
07
Huron
Glaci
olacu
strin
e cla
y
Reces
sion
rate
30 to
90 cm
/yr
Peterson Park. Michigan
1-1
Leel
anau
Co.
Ligh
t br
own
sand
y cl
ay
Samp
led
10m
abov
e be
ach
(T32N,R11U,Sec.29)
l—Z
Leel
anau
Co.
Ligh
t br
own
clay
ey s
and
with
Samp
led
15m
abov
e be
ach
(T32R.Rllw.5ec.29) few pebbles
1-3
Leel
anau
Co.
Ligh
t br
own
clay
ey s
and
with
Samp
led
20m
abov
e be
ach
(T32N,R11W,Sec.29) few pebbles
LelandI Michigan
2-1
Bluf
f 1.
6km
nort
h
Ligh
t br
own
clay
Samp
led
in a
ctiv
e sl
ump
6m
of harbor above water.
2—2
Bluff
1.6k
m no
rth
Ligh
t br
own
clay
Samp
led
15m
abov
e wa
ter
of harbor
2-3
Bluf
f 1.
6km
nort
h
Brow
n an
d b1
ue~g
ray
clay
Samp
led
20m
abov
e wa
ter,
km
of harbor below noneroded portion
Sleeping Bear DuneI Michigan
3-1
T29N
,R15
V,Se
c.25
Sand
Samp
led
30m a
bove
beac
h
3—2 T29N,RlSN,Sec.25 Sand Sampled 45m above beach
3-3
T29N
,R15
H,Se
c.25
Sand
Samp
led
60m
abov
e be
ach
3—4 T29N,R15w,5ec.25 Hard clay layer Sampled 62m above beach
*Sampled 6/29/77 except samples 01,03,06 and 07 for which dates are unknown.
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 Abstract
Ni
tr
og
en
av
ai
la
bi
li
ty
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s
ev
al
ua
te
d
fo
r
si
ze
-f
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ct
io
na
te
d
su
sp
en
de
d
se
di
me
nt
s
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ta
in
ed
fr
om
se
le
ct
ed
Gr
ea
t
La
ke
s
tr
ib
ut
ar
ie
s.
Su
sp
en
de
d
se
di
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nt
sa
mp
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s
we
re
ob
ta
in
ed
ne
ar
ri
ve
r
mo
ut
hs
an
d
se
pa
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te
d
by
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nt
ri
fu
ga
ti
on
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d
qu
ie
sc
en
t
gr
av
it
y
se
tt
li
ng
in
to
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2
to
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2
to
20
an
d
>2
0
pm
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—f
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ct
io
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.
Ni
tr
og
en
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al
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d
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th
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rt
ic
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fr
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de
te
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e
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e
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d
pr
op
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e
va
ri
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fo
rm
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ni
tr
og
en
.
Th
e
av
ai
la
bl
e
ni
tr
og
en
in
cl
ud
ed
re
ad
il
y
av
ai
la
bl
e
in
or
ga
ni
c
ni
tr
og
en
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(i
.e
.,
ex
ch
an
ge
ab
le
am
mo
ni
um
,
an
d
ni
tr
it
e
an
d
ni
tr
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e)
an
d
th
e
ac
id
hyd
rol
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ble
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tio
n
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org
ani
c
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en
tha
t
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cep
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ent
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ati
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ila
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yza
ble
amm
oni
um,
ami
no
aci
d,
and
hex
osa
min
e
nitrogen.
The
ava
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III-l. INTRODUCTION
Information on the amounts, forms and distribution of nitrogen compounds
associated with size—fractionated suspended sediments is lacking. However,
the status of nitrogen compounds has been investigated in bottom sediments (l-
6), soils (7-9) and wastewater systems (10,11). These systems are related
closely to the suspended sediment system and offer insight into evaluation of
the nitrogen status of suspended sediments.
The quantities of nitrogen in suspended sediments range between 0.02 and
10%, representing nitrogen from eroded subsoils and sewage outfalls,
respectively. Other nitrogen sources include precipitation, fertilizers,
septic tank effluent, runoff, nitrogen fixation, organic matter decomposition
and sediment release.
The type of nitrogen present depends on the nitrogen source, sediment
geochemistry, internal transformations and environmental conditions. Up to
50% of the organic nitrogen in soil is not characterized as being among known
compounds (8,12,13).
Available nitrogen is defined as that fraction of the total nitrogen that
is readily to moderately assimilable by either phytoplankton or macrophytes.
The most important of these are the inorganic nitrogen and simple hydrolyzable
organic compounds containing free amino or amide groups. The inorganic
nitrogen forms in solution (ammonium and nitrate)are considered directly
available, while organic forms are made available through conversion to
inorganic nitrogen (mineralization). The inorganic nitrogen compounds occur
as either fixed or exchangeable ammoniumand nitrite or nitrate. Exchangeable
ammonium is adsorbed to particles, especially in alkaline systems. Fixed
ammonium is held within the lattices of clay minerals and is the only form of
inorganic nitrogen considered unavailable (14). Nitrite and nitrate are
associated with the anion exchange sites and water held in the interstitial
spaces of the particulates.
Naturally occurringorganic nitrogen compounds are primarily in the form
of free and condensed amino acids, amino sugars, purines and pyrimidines and
comprise the major form of nitrogen associated with particulates in aqueous
systems. These compounds, with the exception of some of the refractory
components, are mineralized fairly rapidly and are considered to be available
sources of nitrogen in aquatic systems. In soils more than 95% of the
nitrogen is organically combined and from 1 to 3% of this is mineralized
during the growing season. Much (40%) of the organic nitrogen also is in the
form of amino acids, amino sugars and nucleic acids. These compounds have
been shown to undergo rapid mineralization when added to soils (15,16).
However, mineralization of soil organic nitrogen is retarded by association
with soil organic and mineral components.
Numerous attemptshave been made to develop a nitrogen availability
index. However, the biological stability inherent in various nitrogen
III—1
 fractions still remains a matter of conjecture. This biological stability may
be due to the formation of lignoprotein complexes involving reaction of
carbonyl groups in lignin with amino groups in proteins. These complexes may
be highly resistant to mineralization (8,17). Organic nitrogen compounds are
also known to be adsorbed on and within clay minerals, thereby retarding
enzymatic hydrolysis (18-20). Also, inorganic ammonia and nitrite have been
shown to react with organic matter, resulting in conversion to unavailable
forms (21). However, these more recalcitrant nitrogen associations and
complexes may not exist for extended periods of time (17), and generally have
not been found in soil in appreciable amounts (22).
Some of the more accepted nitrogen availability indices involve
quantifying those selected nitrogen fractions which have been shown to be
preferentially mineralized during incubation experiments (14,23-25). It
should be noted, however, that the types of organic matter found to be readily
mineralized are highly variable (26). Consequently, implication of
availability for a specific nitrogen fraction is a relative distinction, and
differences in availability between different organic nitrogen fractions may
be only moderately significant.
The amino acid-N fraction is generally accepted as the fraction
preferentially mineralized during incubation; this has been demonstrated for
soils and sediments. For example, evaluation of the changes in the
mineralizable N distribution in soils during incubation (24) and extensive
cultivation (14) indicated that the greatest nitrogen loss was associated with
decreases in amino acid-N and hydroxy amino acid-N. Similarly, greater
nitrogen losses were observed to occur in the nondistillable acid-soluble-N
(amino acid-N) fraction than that of other nitrogen fractions during
cultivation and cropping (7). Relatedly, it was concluded that nondistillable
acid soluble-N was decomposed to a greater extent than other fractions (27-
32).
In lake sediments, amino acid-N tends to be more abundant and hexosamine-
N is less abundant in eutrophic than in oligiotrophic lakes, apparently
because the sediment organic matter has undergone less microbial turnover in
eutrophic lakes as a result of lower dissolved oxygen concentrations. This
suggests that under favorable environmental conditions the amino acid-N
fraction is mineralized preferentially (l).
The data of Kemp and Mudrochova (3) suggest preferential mineralization
of amino acid-N in Lake Ontario sediments. They observedvarying organic
Czorganic N ratios throughout the sediment profiles. The higher CzN
ratios occurred in horizons having very low sedimentation rates. A sharp
decline in amino acid-N was observed in these horizons. It was concluded that
nonhydrolyzable nitrogen is associated with sediments that have undergone
extensive humification. The nitrogen associated with humified organic matter
is known to be more biologically stable (8). Similarly, the proportion of
amino acid nitrogen to total nitrogen was found to decrease with age in most
soils (33).
Chichester (25) evaluated the nitrogen status of size-fractionated
organo-mineral soil particulates. It was found that greater biological
mineralization of organic-N occurred within the finer than the coarser
particulates. The amount of mineralizable N in each particle size fraction
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 varied directly with the concentration of total N and inversely with the
corresponding C:N ratios. Higher C:V ratios resulted from greater amounts of
undecomposed plant residues in the coarser particulates than in the finer
particles. Nitrogen mineralization in the fine particulates was 3 to 4 times
greater than in the coarse particles.
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The annual available nitrogen loading from different sources was
calculated using historical values for suspended sediment concentrations,
discharge and dissolved nitrogen, and the measured concentrations of
particulate available nitrogen. The annual loads were 180, 220, 3,800, 6,500
and 44,200 metric tons for the Menomonee, Nemadji, Genesee, Grand and Maumee
Rivers. These values represent 66 to 96% of the total nitrogen load. The
annual available nitrogen loadings were influenced most strongly by discharge
rate and concentration of dissolved inorganic nitrogen. The dissolved
inorganic nitrogen contributed 55 to 91% of the annual available N load. The
low loadings in the Menomonee and Nemadji reflected the low discharge and
moderate concentration (mg/L) of particulate available nitrogen. The Genesee
and Grand Rivers had intermediate available nitrogen loads. This resulted from
high discharge even though the particulate available nitrogen concentration
(mg/L)was relatively low. The Maumee River exhibited the highest annual loading
which was due to a high discharge rate and a high particulate and dissolved
available nitrogen concentration (mg/L).
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+
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+
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A f
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28,
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which in turn is analgous to the amino acid-N frac on of Stevenson (33).
Dissillable acid soluble N is comparable to (AN + HN).
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 Table 111-1.
Mean concentrations of the different nitrogen forms in size-
fractionated suspended sediments
   
Sediment Suspended Particulate—N distribution
size fraction sediment Inorganic (AN+AAN+HN) (NHN+UHN) Total-N
um
%*
mg/g**
GENESEE
0.2—2 22 0.78 (11) 4.76 (68) 1.62 (23) 7.00
2-20 46 0.17 (12) 0.84 (61) 0.40 (29) 1.37
>20 32 0.14 (7) 1.18 (58) 0.75 (37) 2.04
>0.2 332 0.25 (10) 1.42 (59) 0.80 (33) 2.42
0.2-2 26 2.73 (13) 17.11 (80) 1.71 (8) 21.09
2-20 44 0.50 (10) 3.80 (74) 0.87 (17) 5.11
>20 30 0.34 (5) 2.19 (32) 4.31 (64) 6.77
>0.2 546 0.57 (7) 4.73 (59) 2.86 (35) 8.08
MENOMONEE
0.2-2 31 3.08 (27) 4.82 (42) 4.95 (43) 11.40
2-20 34 1.03 (18) 3.17 (56) 1.80 (32) 5.71
>20 35 0.39 (8) 3.01 (16) 1.70 (35) 4.91
>0.2 138 0.80 (16) 3.11 (55) 2.01 (35) 5.65
MAUHEE
0.2—2 42 1.93 (33) 2.05 (35) 2.23 (38) 5.90
2-20 44 0.36 (8) 2.94 (63) 1.44 (31) 4.69
>20 14 1.50 (20) 4.52 (61) 2.15 (29) 7.41
>0.2 171 1.17 (21) 3.13 (55) 1.55 (27)' 5.64
GRAND
0.2-2 21 7.59 (44) 6.74 (39) 6.07 (35) 17.26
2—20 45 1.00 (8) 6.94 (55) 4.82 (38) 12.58
>20 34 1.48 (16) 5.37 (57) 2.89 (31) 9.42
>0.2 34 2.29 (18) 6.74 (54) 4.21 (34) 12.49
NEMADJI
0.2-2 34 0.82 (15) 2.12 (40) 2.54 (48) 5.33
2—20 51 0.19 (6) 2.41 (42) 1.81 (54) 3.36
>20 15 0.40 (17) 1.36 (57) 0.77 (32) 2.40
>0.2 211 0.38 (10) 1.73 (43) 1.87 (48) 3.87
*Values for composite (>0.2 um) fraction expressed in mg/L.
**Values in parentheses are percentages of total-N in size fraction.
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Table III—2. Nitrogen distribution (mean values) in tributary suspendedsediment and aster
 
Nitrogen distribution
 
Dissolved Particulate associated—N
Inorganic Inorganic* Hydrolyzable** Availab1e*** Nonavailable+ Total
ng/L ZTT
GENESEE
1.1 (0.6-1.5) 5 (2-10) 59 (37-80) 67 (36-88) 33 (12-6A) 0.24 (0.12—0.64)
MENOMONE E
2.2 (1.3-2.8) 16 (7-19) 55 (49—67) 65 (61-72) 35 (28—43) 0.57 (0.39—0.98)
MAUMEE
5.3 (O.8-10.0) 21 (5-29) 55 (44-58) 73 (63-93) 27 (27-37) 0.56 (0.46-0.65)
GRAND
2.1 (0.7—3.7) 18 (6-22) 54 (45—70) 66 (63—73) 34 (27-37) 1.25 (0.72-1.82)
NEMADJI
1.0 (0.4—2.3) 10 (6—20) 49 (37-59) 52 (51—70) 48 (30-53) 0.39 (0.09-0.48)
 
* Includes N03. N0, and exchangeable NH“.
** Includes ammonium. amino acid and hexosamine nitrogen.
*'* Includes hydrolyzable-N and (N02+N03)-N.
f Includes total-N minus available-N.
ff Expressed as Z of total—N, except total-N which is Z of suspended particulates.
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 Grand River
High concentrations of all forms of particulate-associated nitrogen were
foun
d in
the
Gran
d Ri
ver
susp
ende
d se
dime
nts.
The
mean
inor
gani
c-N,
(AN
+ AA
N
+ HN) and total-N concentrations in the combined sediments were 2.3, 6.7 and
12.5
mg N
/g,
resp
ecti
vely
(Tab
le I
II—1
).
Simi
lar
valu
es
for
the
Gran
d Ri
ver
have been reported (38,39). These very high concentrations are atypical for
most mineral soils, particularly the sandy soils common in the Grand
watershed. The high values probably reflect the influence of urban point
sources (Grand Haven). Relatedly, the dissolved inorganic-N concentration
also was quite high, averaging 2.1 mg N/L (Table 111-2). Most of particulate
inorganic N (86%) was in the form of (N02 + NO )-N. However, the
concentration of exchangeable NH —N was high (mean of 0.30 mg/L), compared
with previously reported values 38). This high concentration of exchangeable
NBA-N may also reflect the influence of point sources.
The distribution of the various nitrogen forms was essentially uniform
among the different Grand River samples (Table III-3). Hydrolyzable—N
averaged 54% of the total particulate-N (Table 111—2). Pbst of the nitrogen
(48%) was present in the form of hydrolyzable amino acid-N and hexosamine-N
(data not shown). Amino acid-N (AAN) constituted most of the nitrogen in this
fraction and is considered to be a readily mineralizable form of organic-N,
particularly under aerobic conditions. The nonhydrolyzable-N and
unidentifiable hydrolyzable-N fractions accounted for 34% of the total-N and
are considered to be less available forms of nitrogen (Table III-2). The
readily available inorganic N comprised 18% of the total N.
The nitrogen distribution in the size-fractionated particulates varied
with type of nitrogen (Table III-1). The nitrogen concentration was highest
in the finer particulates, resulting from increased concentrations of
inorganic-N and (UHN + NHN). The concentration in the (AN + AAN + HN)
fraction was relatively uniform among the three size fractions.
Maumee River
Interpretation of the data from the Maumee sediments is somewhat
restricted due to the limited number of samples. However, some complementary
information is available (40).
The Maumee River sediments contained high mean concentrations of all
forms of nitrogen (Table 111—1). The mean inorganic-N, (AN - AAN + HN) and
total-N concentrations were 1.2, 3.1 and 5.6 mg N/g, respectively. These high
concentrations are more consistent with values observed for bottom sediments
(1,3) than for soils. The inorganic-N is particularly high and variable and
occurred primarily in the form of (N02 + N03)-N. Relatedly, the high sediment
(NO2 + N03)-N concentrations were directly proportional to the dissolved
(NO2 + N03)-N concentrations. The amount of inorganic N in the sediment,
partiCularly (N02 + N03)-N,was inversely proportional to the river flow rate
III—9
 Table III—3.
(>0.2 um) suspended samples
Concentrations of the different nitrogen forms in individual composite
 
Flow Exchangeable Non
Sample no. rate NH4+N02+N03 Hydrolyzable availab1e** Availab]e*** Total
mj/sec mg N/g+
I 5.2 0.92 -- -- -— --
III '97 0.74 1.92 -- 2.42 ~—
IV 206 0.03 (2) 1.18 (87) 0.16 (12) 1.19 (88) 1.35
V 239 0.15 (8) 0.82 (46) 0.88 (49) 0.92 (51) 1.80
v1H 6.2 —— 4.43 (73) —— —— 6.04
VII 7.1 -- 7.72 (55) '~ —- 14.09
VII] 23 0.46 (15) 0.75 (24) 2.02 (64) 1.14 (36) 3.16
[X 27 0.61 (10) 2.38 (37) 3.38 (53) 2.98 (47) 6.36
X 101 0.08 (3) 2.05 (78) 0.52 (20) 2.12 (80) 2.64
XI 49 0.36 (8) 2.91 (63) 1.40 (30) 3.22 (70) 4.62
XII 2.4 0.91 (7) 10.52 (81) 1.67 (13) 11.36 (87) 13.03
XIV 164 0.05 (3) 1.41 (76) 0.41 (22) 1.44 (78) 1.85
XV 153 0.04 (3) 0.93 (80) 0.20 (17) 0.96 (83) 1.16
XVI 283 0.17 (9) 1.43 (73) 0.37 (19) 1.58 (81) 1.95
XVII 74 0.03 (2) 1.10 (80) 0.26 (19) 1.11 (81) 1.37
Composite 96 0.49 (8) 2.70 (62) 1.02 (29) 2.54 (71) 4.45
W
I 13.7 0.21 -- -- -* --
11 11.3 0.84 (16) 3.50 (65) 1.78 (33) 3.61 (67) 5.39
111 15.1 0.68 (17) 1.80 (46) 1.70 (43) 2.22 (57) 3.92
[V 3.7 0.62 (14) 2.26 (52) 1.60 (37) 2.74 (63 4.34
x1H 2.1 4.71 (45) 1.74 (18) 3.84 (39) 6.00 (61) 9.84
VII 9.9 0.36 (7) 3.25 (67) 1.35 (28) 3.50 (72) 4.85
VIII 5.7 0.89 (14) 3.48 (54) 2.24 (35) 4.17 (65) 6.41
1X 8.6 1.66 (19) 4.26 (49) 3.05 (35) 5.69 (65) 8.74
X 13.4 1.10 (19) 3.20 (54) 2.32 (39) 3.60 (61) 5.92
Composite 8.6 0.80 (16) 3.11 (55) 2.01 (35) 3.65 (65) 5.65
EAUHEE
I 931 0.31 -- —- -- -
11 116 2.19 1.70 (a4)’r‘r‘r 0.15 (7)+++ 1.88 (93)+++ 4.62“ri
III 120 1.88 (29) 2.87 (44) 1.78 (27) 4.71 (73) 6.49
IV 2572 0.29 (5) 3.38 (58) 2.15 (37) 3.65 (63) 5 80
Composite 389 1.17 (21) 3.13 (55) 1.97 (35) 4.10 (73) 5.64
GRAND
II” 41 3.73 (22) 9.69 (57) 6.15 (36) 10.76 (64) 16.91
11 28 3.89 (21) 8.19 (45) 6.75 (37) 11.48 (63) 18.23
III 391 1.22 (7) 3.51 (49) 2.49 (35) 4.70 (65) 7.19
IV 359 1.94 (21) 4.60 (51) 2.62 (29) 6.45 (71) 9.07
V 161 0.65 (6) 7.70 (70) 3.03 (27) 8.01 (73) 11.04
Composite 221 2.29 (18) 6.74 (54) 4.21 (34) 8.28 (66) 12.49
NEMADJI
1 —- 0.49 —— —- —- -—
II 43 0.29 (12) 1.04 (44) 1.20 (50) 1.18 (50) 2.38
III -- 0.20 (10) 0.95 (49) 0.86 (44) 1.09 (56) 1.95
IV+Jr 40 0.21 (11) 0.78 (40) 1.01 (52) 0.92 (48) 1.93
vH 34 1.18 (24) 1.71 (34) 2.31 (46) 2.69 (54) 5.00
VI -— -- 5.61 (42) —- —— 13.31
VII -— 0.09 (6) 0.89 (59) 0.57 (38) 0.94 (62) 1.51
VIII 106 0.62 (20) 1.77 (58) 0.91 (30) 2.14 (70) 3.05
1X 64 0.26 (7) 2.10 (53) 1.72 (43) 2.24 (53) 4.22
X 124 0.10 (11) 0.33 (37) 0.47 (53) 0.41 (47) 0.88
X1 45 0.35 (7) 2.11 (44) 2.35 (49) 2.40 (51) 4.75
Composite 65 0.29 (10) 1.25 (49) 1.14 (45) 2.00 (52) 3.90
*Inclndes (ammonium + amino acid + hexosamine)-N.
**Inc1udes (non hydrolyzable + unidentifiable hydrolyzable)-N.
***Inc1udes hydrolyzable-N and (N02+N03)4.
1Values in parentheses are percentage of total—N.
110.2—20 um size fraction.
+++2—20 um size fraction.
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 which,
in
turn,
was
related
to
the
granulometric
configuration (see
Appendix
Table
I-A—2
and
Tables
III-l
and
III-3).
Apparently,
as
the
river
flow
rate
decreased,
the
proportion
of
fine
particulates
increased
and
there
was
an
increase
in
the
proportion
of
fine
(nitrogen
rich)
particulates
as
well
as
an
increase
in
the
nitrogen
concentration
in
all
particulate
fractions.
Therefore,
the
flow
ratehad
a
qualitative
influence
on
inorganic-N
loading.
Probably
the
dynamics
of
the
inorganic-N
loading
are
influenced
strongly
by
the
high
proportion
(50%)
of
tile
drained
agricultural
land
(40).
The
distribution
of
the
nitrogen
species
was
similar
to
that
of
the
Grand
sediments
(Table
III-2).
The
proportions
of
the
total-N
occurring
as
(AN
+
AAN
+
HN),
and
inorganic-N
were
55
and
21%,
respectively.
The
less
available
nitrogen
(NHN
and
UHN)
accounted
for
28%
of
the
total
N.
The
similarities
in
the
distribution
of
the
N
species
between
the
Grand
and
Maumee
sediments
is
of
interest
since
the
nature,
amount
and
particle
size
distribution
of
the
sediments
was
so
dissimilar.
In
the
Maumee,
the
highest
N
concentration_was
found
in
the
sand
fraction
in
the
form
of
(AN
+
AAN
+
HN)
(Table
IILArl).
Conversely,
the
clay
fraction
contained
the
lowest
concentration
of
total-N
and
(AN
+
AAN
+
HN).
However,
the
proportion
and
concentration
of
inorganic-N
in
this
fraction
were
higher
than
in
either
the
silt
or
sand
fractions.
The
concentration
of
sand-associated
N
was
largely
a
function
of
the
concentration
of
AAN
and
HN,
whereas
the
clay~associated
N
was
influenced
more
strongly
by
the concentration
of
inorganic-N.
Changes
were
observed
in
the
concentrations
of
dissolved
and
particulate
inorganic-N
in
relation
to
varying
flow
rates
(see
Appendix
Table
I-A-Z
and
Table
III-3).
During
high
flow
periods,
the
particulate
and
dissolved
inorganic-N
concentrations
decreased;
increased
concentrations
were
observed
during
low
discharge
periods.
Thus,
the
possibility
of
an
equilibrium
relationship
betWeen
dissolved
and
particulate
inorganic-N
exists.
The
high
and
low
N
concentrations
may
result
from
the
selective
erosion
and
transport
of
particulates
during
different
runoff
events
or
possibly
from
the
dilution-
concentration
effect
of
different
river
discharge
volumes.
Menomonee River
The
Menomonee
River
sediments
contained
moderately
high
concentrations
of
inorganic-N
(AN
+
AAN
+
RN)
and
total—N
(Table
III-l).
The
respective
mean
concentrations
of
0.8,
3.1
and
5.7
mg/g
Were
similar
to
values
for
the
Maumee
River
sediments.
Little
variability
was
observed
in
the
concentrations
between
composite
samples
and
values
are
similar
to
those
reported
for
the
Menomonee River (41).
The
dissolved
inorganic-N
concentration
was
relatively
uniform
for
all
events,
averaging
2.2
mg
N/L
(Table
III—2);
the
form
was
primarily
(NO2
+
3
The
distribution
of
the
various
N
species
was
similar
between
samples
(Table
III-3).
One
exception
was
a
spring
snowmelt
event
(Sample
VI)
which
contained
a
high
proportion
of
N
in
the
inorganic-N
fraction
and
a
low
amount
of
(AN
+
AAN
+
HN).
This
resulted
from
an
increased
proportion
of
inorganic-
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N—rich silt and clay during a low flow event which contained high amounts of
organic matter. The proportion of the mean total particulate N in the
composite samples occurring as inorganic-N and (AN + AAN + HN) was 16 and 55%,
respectively (Table III-2). This is similar to the distribution in the Grand
and Maumee sediments.
Approximately 50% of the total-N was contained in the clay fraction
(Table III-l). The remaining N was distributed equally between silt and sand
fractions. The increased amount of N in the clay fraction resulted in part
from the high concentrations of inorganic-N and (UHN + NHN) in this
fraction. The (AN + AAN + HN) tended to be distributed equally between the
size separates.
There was a slight seasonal trend in the concentration and distribution
of N (Tables III-3 and Appendix I-A-l). During the summer months (Samples II, '
III and IV) the concentrations of all forms of N were reduced equally. This
resulted froma decrease in the N concentration in the clay fraction and/or
decrease in the proportion of N-rich clay (Appendix III-A-l and I-A-2). The
reduced amount of N may be more a reflection of the distribution and nature of
the particulates during different runoff events thana seasonal trend. The
Menomonee particulates contained both variable and high amounts of organic
matter which affected the particle size-distribution and concentrations of N.
Nemadji River
 
The Nemadji River generally contained low amounts of particulate-
associated N; however, higher N concentrations were observed during the late
fall and winter months when the amount of sand was low and the organic matter
content was higher (Samples V and VI; Table III-3; Appendix I-A-2). During
the spring snowmelt the proportion of (AN + AAN + HN) increased.
The mean concentrations of inorganic-N (AN + AAN + RN) and total-N in the
composite sediments were 0.4, 1.7 and 3.9 mg N/g (Table III-l). These are
similar to concentrations reported for Genesee sediments. Much lower total
Kjeldahl N concentrations ((0.05%) were reported for suspended and bottom
sediment ((0.05%) from the Nemadji River and bottom sediment from the Lake
Superior entry (42).
The average dissolved-N concentration was 1 mg N/L (Table III-2). About
60% of the dissolved inorganic-N was present as (NO3 + N02)-N. The dissolved
(NO3 + N02)—N concentration in Nemadji tributaries was reported to be 10 to
60% of that present in the Nemadji River (43).
The relative proportion of the various nitrogen forms between samples was
similar, except for an increase in the (AAN + HN) during the spring snowmelt
events (Samples VII, VIII, and IX, Table III-3). The mean inorganic-N and (AN
+ AAN + HN) concentrations were 10 and 49% of the total-N (Table TIT-2).
These values are somewhat low in comparison to other river sediments. During
snowmelt events, (AN + AAN + HN) increased to 57% (Table III-3) of the total-N
as a result of decreases in the amounts of (UHN + NHN) and inorganic-N. This
coincided with the observation of brown patches of scum on the water
surface. During the winter a greater portion of total-N was distributed in
III—12
  
the inorganic-N fraction. Most of the inorganic-N was in the form of N03-N,
probably indicating diffuse source inputs. The high amounts of total-N during
this period resulted from the increased organic matter content of the
sediment. This organic matter may have originated from bedload in view of the
reduced possibility of erosion of organic debris from frozen soils.
The highest concentration of all N forms occurred in the clay fraction
(Table III-l). The concentration of total-N was 1.4 times greater in the clay
than in the composite sediment. This was due to a higher concentration of
inorganic-N and (UHN + NHN) in the clay. Conversely, the sand contained the
lowest amount of total-N due to lower concentrations of (UHN + NHN). The silt
fraction contained low amounts of inorganic-N and moderate amounts of organic-
N. During winter, the particle size distribution changed substantially due to
lower discharge rates (Appendix I—A-Z). This resulted in an increased
proportion of N-rich fine particulates (Appendix III-A—l). However, the flow
rates and suspended sediment concentrations during the winter were so low that
the amounts of N entering Lake Superior were reduced.
Factors Controlling Particulate Available N
Concentrations in Tributary waters
The concentrations of particulate available-N in the tributaries to the
Great Lakes are influenced by l. tributary discharge, 2. sediment delivery
ratio, 3. sediment particle size distribution and 4. the available-N
concentration and distribution among sediment particle size fractions.
Considerable variation exists in the importance of these factors for the
different tributaries. This section is concerned with the importance of these
factors in controlling the particulate available N concentrations (amount/unit
volume) in the different tributaries.
In the Genesee, Menomonee and Nemadji Rivers (event response
tributaries), the sediment delivery ratio increases sharply with flow. The
total suspended solids (TSS) versus discharge slope values (Table 1-2) clearly
indicate this trend. The Maumee River is also an event response tributary,
but the slope value is much lower because the Maumee watershed is large and a
runoff event occurring in one portion of the Watershed may be moderated
elsewhere by baseflow.
Generally, the sediment load for the Genesee, Menomonee, and Nemadji
Rivers consists mostly of suspended sediment rather than bedload from channel
erosion. In addition, the particle size distribution and the concentration of
available-N in the suspended sediment depends more on intensity and location
of rainfall in the watershed, cover conditions or other factors, than on
tributary discharge rate. These factors are particularly apparent in the
Nemadji River. For example, during high flow periods (i.e., spring snowmelt,
intense runoff events), the available nitrogen concentration in sediment was
low, but because of the very high sediment concentration the particulate
available-N concentration in the water was quite high. Conversely, during low
discharge periods (i.e., winter, summer), the concentration (mg/g) of
particulate available-N increased. However, the available-N concentration was
reduced because the suspended sediment concentration was low. The fluctuating
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 concentrations of suspended sediment (mg/L) and available-N (mg/g) during high
and low discharges, were moderating influences on the variability in
particulate available-N concentrations. As a result, the particulate
available-N concentrations tended to be related to discharge rate.
Variations in the particulate available—N concentration in the Menomonee
River wererelated closely to suspended sediment load. In turn, the sediment
load was related closely to discharge rate (Table 1—2). Therefore, these two
factors largely controlled the annual available-N load from the Menomonee
River-—due to the uniform concentration (mg N/g) of available-N during
moderate to high discharges. The concentration was more variable during low
discharge events as a result of increased amounts of organic matter. However,
this was insignificant because these events accounted for a very small portion
of the annual available-N loading.
The proportional relationship between sediment concentration and
available-N concentration may be due in part to the homogeneous nature of the
suspended sediment. The particulates contained a high portion of organic
matter which may act as an aggregating agent. It is possible that the
fractionation scheme did not disperse the sediments completely, and the
intrinsic nature of the particulates may not be reflected in the three size
fractions obtained (Part I). As a result, the available N distribution among
the size fractions was relatively uniform.
The particulate available-N concentration in the Genesee River was
variable and controlled by several factors, the most important being the
sediment size-distribution and concentration. Discharge rate was not an
important factor in determining the amount of available-N in the water column
because of the rather poor relationship between T88 and discharge (Table I-
2).
Also, the high mean concentration of available-N in the clay, though
several times greater than in the silt and sand (Table III-l), was too
variable to be an indicator of amount of available-N in the water (Appendix
III-A-l).
However, the amount of available N (mg/L) was significantly higher
during runoff events with high suspended sediment concentrations (Samples V,
XIV, XV, Table III-3).
These events occurred generally during moderate to
high discharge periods.
Concentrations of clay, silt and total sediment were
the controlling factors during periods of reduced available-N
concentrations.
Generally, the concentration of availablerN in the sediment
had a minor effect on particulate available-N concentration in the water.
Lower concentrations of available-N resulted from reduced T38 and more
specifically from reduction in the amount of silt and clay.
Though the
available-N concentration in the sediment (mg/g) varied considerably during
these events (Samples III and XVII), the actual amount of particulate
available-N in the water was controlled by the amount of suspended sediment.
Particulate available-N concentration in the Maumee River--like that of
Nemadji River-~was
primarily influenced by flow rate.
Sediment concentration
was not proportional to flow rate especially at high flow rates.
This is
indicated by the low value for TSS against discharge relationship
(Table I-
2)
Also, the sediment size-distribution was quite stable (Table I—3) and the
concentration
(mg/L) of particulate available-N was controlled almost
exclusively
by silt and clay particulates which comprised some 86% of the
sediment.
The sand fraction had little influence on available-N loadings,
even though it contained the highest available-N concentration (mg/g).
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Part
icul
ate
avai
labl
e-N
conc
entr
atio
ns
in t
he G
rand
Rive
r we
re r
elat
ivel
y
constant. This was due to the degree of uniformity of available-N
dist
ribu
tion
amon
g cl
ay,
silt
, an
d sa
nd f
ract
ions
, a
nd t
he l
ow v
aria
bili
ty
in
suspended concentrations.
Annual Loadings of Available—Nitrogen
The available-N fromdiffuse sources represented 66 to 96% of the total-N
ente
ring
the
Grea
t La
kes
from
the
trib
utar
ies
(Tab
le I
II—4
).
lbst
of t
his
occurred in the form of dissolved—N, although the relative distribution
between tributaries was quite variable (55 to 91%). The impact of the
diss
olve
d N
was
most
appa
rent
in t
he M
aume
e Wa
ters
hed.
A ve
ry h
igh
prop
orti
on
(91%
) of
the
annu
al a
vail
able
N lo
ad o
ccur
red
as d
isso
lved
N, p
roba
bly
as a
resu
lt o
f th
e ex
tens
ive
agri
cult
ural
tile
drai
nage
syst
ems
in t
he M
aume
e
Watershed. In contrast, the Nemadji River had the lowest proportion of
diss
olve
d N
(55%
), p
roba
bly
refl
ecti
ng t
he h
eavi
ly f
ores
ted
char
acte
r of
the
wate
rshe
d.
The
diss
olve
d av
aila
ble-
N fr
acti
on a
lso
was
rela
tive
ly
sign
ific
ant
in t
he G
rand
and
Gene
see
Rive
rs,
but
for d
iffe
rent
reas
ons.
In t
he G
enes
ee
Rive
r,
this
refl
ecte
d th
e lo
w av
aila
ble-
N co
ncen
trat
ion
(1.6
2 mg
/g)
in t
he
suspended sediment. In the Grand River, the low suspended sediment
conc
entr
atio
n ef
fect
ivel
y re
duce
d t
he r
elat
ive
sign
ific
ance
of t
he p
arti
cula
te
available-N loading.
The
rela
tive
load
ings
of p
arti
cula
te a
vail
able
—N f
rom
the
diff
eren
t
trib
utar
ies
were
stro
ngly
infl
uenc
ed b
y wi
de d
iffe
renc
es i
n su
spen
ded
sedi
ment
conc
entr
atio
n an
d tr
ibut
ary
disc
harg
e ra
tes.
For
exam
ple,
the
Maum
ee a
nd
Meno
mone
e Ri
vers
both
cont
aine
d si
mila
r mo
dera
te c
once
ntra
tion
s of
part
icul
ate
avai
labl
e-N.
Howe
ver,
the
annu
al p
arti
cula
te a
vail
able
-N l
oad
vari
ed b
y a
fact
or o
f 10
0 (M
aume
e,
4,00
0 MT
/yr;
MEno
mone
e, 3
9 MT
/yr)
beca
use
the
disc
harg
e
from
the
Maum
ee R
iver
is 5
0 ti
mes
grea
ter
than
that
of t
he M
enom
onee
Rive
r.
Like
wise
, r
elat
ivel
y lo
w lo
adin
gs
of p
arti
cula
te a
vail
able
-N o
ccur
red
from
the
Nemadji River because discharge was very low, even though the suspended
sedi
ment
conc
entr
atio
n wa
s hi
gher
than
that
in t
he o
ther
rive
rs.
The
Gran
d
Rive
r p
arti
cula
te a
vail
able
-N c
once
ntra
tion
(mg/
L) w
as l
ow,
but
beca
use
of
high
disc
harg
e,
the
annu
al a
vail
able
-N l
oadi
ng w
as m
oder
atel
y hi
gh.
The
majo
r fa
ctor
cont
roll
ing
annu
al p
arti
cula
te a
vail
able
-N l
oadi
ng w
as
the
trib
utar
y di
scha
rge.
The
Meno
mone
e an
d Ne
madj
i Ri
vers
had
low
disc
harg
e
rate
s an
d co
nseq
uent
ly t
he a
nnua
l pa
rtic
ulat
e av
aila
ble-
N lo
adin
g wa
s ve
ry
low.
Conv
erse
ly,
high
annu
al l
oads
occu
rred
in t
he G
enes
ee,
Gran
d an
d Ma
umee
Rivers which had high discharge rates.
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 Table III—4. Comparison of dissolved and particulate available N loadings
   
Avail
able
Part
icula
te N
*
Avai
labl
e N
from
diffu
se s
ource
s**
H
Suspended Total Annual Distribution _
Disc
harg
e***
Sedi
ment
***
Conc
entr
atio
n
part
icula
te N
Loadi
ng
Disso
lved
Part
icul
ate
ma/sec mg/L mg/L mg/g Z Tonnes Z+ -——~—-—~*Z
GENESEE++
78 259 0.42 1.62 67 3,836 82 69 31
yENOMONEE
2.7 138 0.50 3.65 65 177 90 78 22
MAUMEE
141 283 1.16 4.10 73 44,175 96 91 9
GRAND
114 19 0.16 8.28 66 6,468 81 66 34
NEMADJI
11 312 0.62 2.00 52 222 66 55 45
*Includes particulate N02+ N03+NHQ+ AAN + HN measured in this investigation. Concentration (Vol)
was calculated from the observed nitrogen concentration (wt) in the sediment and the mean histori—
cal suspended sediment concentration.
**Genesee, Grand and Maumee values are calculated from the dissolved and particulate diffuse N
loadings for 1975, reported by Sonzogni et al. (44) and the mean available N distribution
(available N as Z of the total particulate N) found for each tributary in this investigation (see
column 6). Menomonee and Nemadji values based on unit area loadings (44), The amount of
dissolved organic N is considered relatively insignificant.
***Mean historical values from Sonzogni et al. (44), except Menomonee River values which are from
Banncrman et al. (41).
+prrossod as u 7 of the diffuse total N
‘l‘ I'Avnn stat ion on 1y
III—l6
 
 l.
10.
11.
12.
REFERENCES - III
C.
J.
Nitrogen Distribution in
42:411—
Chesters.
Water Pollution Control Fed.
Ke
en
ey
,
D.
R.
,
J.
G.
Ko
nr
ad
an
d
So
me
Wi
sc
on
si
n
La
ke
Se
di
me
nt
s.
417, 1970.
Ko
nr
ad
,
J.
G.
,
D.
R.
Ke
en
ey
,
G.
Ch
es
te
rs
an
d
K.
L.
Ch
en
.
Ca
rb
on
Di
st
ri
bu
ti
on
in
Se
di
me
nt
Co
re
s
of
Se
le
ct
ed
Wi
sc
on
si
n
Lak
es.
Wa
te
r
Po
ll
ut
io
n
Co
nt
ro
l
Fe
d.
42
:2
09
4-
21
01
,
19
70
.
Nitrogen and
J.
Ke
mp
,
A.
L.
W.
an
d
A.
Mu
dr
oc
ho
va
.
Di
st
ri
bu
ti
on
an
d
Fo
rm
s
of
Ni
tr
og
en
in
a
La
ke
On
ta
ri
o
Se
di
me
nt
Co
re
.
Li
mn
ol
.
Oc
ea
no
gr
.
17
:8
55
-8
67
,
19
72
.
R.
Ni
tr
og
en
Tr
an
sf
or
ma
ti
on
in
Se
di
me
nt
s
as
Wa
te
r
Re
so
ur
ce
s
Bu
ll
et
in
9:
11
36
—1
14
4,
Chen, L. and D. R. Keeney.
Af
fe
ct
ed
by
Ch
em
ic
al
Am
en
dm
en
ts
.
1973.
R.
Pr
ot
oc
ol
for
Ev
al
ua
ti
ng
the
Ni
tr
og
en
St
at
us
of
La
ke
U.S. EPA 660/3-73-024, 1974.
Keeney, D.
Sediments.
Is
ir
im
ah
,
N.
0.,
D.
R.
Ke
en
ey
an
d
E.
H.
De
tt
ma
nn
.
Ni
tr
og
en
Cy
cl
in
g
in
La
ke
Wi
ng
ra
.
J.
En
vi
ro
n.
Qua
l.
5:
18
2-
18
8,
197
6.
Po
rt
er
,
L.
K.,
B.
A.
St
ew
ar
t
an
d
H.
J.
Haa
s.
Ef
fe
ct
s
of
Lo
ng
-t
im
e
Cr
op
pi
ng
on
Hy
dr
ol
yz
ab
le
Or
ga
ni
c
Ni
tr
og
en
Fr
ac
ti
on
s
in
Som
e
Gr
ea
t
Pl
ai
ns
So
il
s.
So
il
Sc
i.
So
c.
Am
er
.
Pr
oc
.
28
:3
68
-3
60
,
19
64
.
J. M.
C. A. Black (ed.).
Ni
tr
og
en
ou
s
Co
mp
ou
nd
s.
In:
Me
th
od
s
of
Soi
l
An
al
ys
es
,
Agronomy 9:1324-1345, 1965.
Bremner,
Part 2.
Nit
rog
en
Tra
nsf
er
in
Eco
sys
tem
s.
In:
Soi
l
Bio
che
mis
try
,
Marcel Dekker, Inc.,
Porter, L. K.
Vo
l.
4,
(e
ds
.
E.
A.
Pa
ul
an
d
A.
D.
Mc
La
re
n)
.
New York, N.Y., 1975.
Nitrogen Transformations and
J.
Ry
an
,
J.
A.
,
D.
R.
Ke
en
ey
an
d
L.
M.
Wa
ls
h.
Av
ai
la
bi
li
ty
of
an
An
ae
ro
bi
ca
ll
y
Di
ge
st
ed
Se
wa
ge
Sl
ud
ge
in
Soi
l.
Environ. Qual. 2:289-293, 1973.
U.
S.
En
vi
ro
nm
en
ta
l
Pr
ot
ec
ti
on
Ag
en
cy
.
Pr
oc
es
s
De
si
gn
Ma
nu
al
fo
r
Ni
tr
og
en
Co
nt
ro
l.
Te
ch
no
lo
gy
Tr
an
sf
er
Se
ri
es
,
197
5.
bbthods of Soil
1965.
J.
M.
Or
ga
ni
c
Fo
rm
s
of
Ni
tr
og
en
.
In
:
Am. Soc. Agron., Madison, Wis.
Bremner,
Analyses, Monograph No. 9.
 13.
14.
15.
l6.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
Changes in the Nitrogen Status and Physical Condition
of S
oils
Unde
r P
astu
res,
with
Spec
ial
Refe
renc
e to
the
lbin
tena
nce
of t
he
Greenland, D. J.
Fer
til
ity
of
Aus
tra
lia
n S
oil
s U
sed
for
Gro
win
g W
heat
.
Soi
ls
and
Fertilizers 34:237—251, 1971.
Bremner. Effect of Cultivation on the Nitrogen
Soil Sci. Soc. Amer. Proc. 28:653-656, 1964.
Keeney, D. R. and J. M.
Distribution in Soils.
Shaw. Studies on the Estimation and Decomposition
J. Agric. Sci. 44:152-159, 1954.
Bremner, J. M. and K.
of Amino Sugars in 3011.
M. and K. Shaw. The Mineralization of Some Nitrogenous
J. Sci. Food Agri. 8:341—347, 1957.
Bremner, J.
Materials in Soil.
Este
rman
n,
E. F
., G
. H.
Pete
rson
and
A. D
. Mc
Lare
n.
Dige
stio
n of
Clay
-
Protein, Lignin-Protein and Silica-Protein Complexes by Enzymes and
Bacteria. Soil Sci. Soc. Amer. Proc. 23:31-36, 1959.
lﬁcrobial Products and Soil Organic
Soil Sci.
Goring, C. A. and N. V. Bartholomew.
Matter: III. Adsorption of Carbohydrate Phosphates by Clays.
Soc. Amer. Proc. 15:189-194, 1950.
Properties of Protein-Bentonite
Soil Sci. 98:39-52,
Armstrong, D. E. and G. Chesters.
Complexes as Influenced by Equilibration Conditions.
1964.
Physcial Chemistry and Biological
In: Soil Nitrogen
McLaren, A. D. and G. M. Peterson.
Chemistry of Clay Mineral-Organic Nitrogen Complexes.
(eds. W. N. Bartholomew and F. E. Clark). Am. Soc. Agron., Madison,
Wis. , 1965.
Burge W. D. and F. E. Broadbent. Fixation of Ammonia by Organic Soil.
Soil Sci. Soc. Amer. Proc. 25:189-204, 1961.
A Comparison of the Ligno-Protein
Royal Dublin Soc.
Jenkinson, D. S. and G. Tinsley.
Isolated from a Mineral Soil and from a Straw Compost.
Sci. Proc. IAzl4l-l48, 1960.
Boswell, T. C., A. C. Richer and L. E. Casida, Jr. Available Soil
Nitrogen Measurement by Microbiological Techniques and Chemical
Methods. Soil Sci. Soc. Amer. Proc. 26:254-257, 1962.
Bremner. Characterization of lﬁneralizable
Soc. Amer. Proc. 30:714-718, 1966.
and J. M.
Soil Sci.
Keeney, D. R.
Nitrogen in Soils.
Chichester, F. W.
Fractions. Soil Sci.
Nitrogen in Soil Organo-mineral Sedimentation
107:356—363, 1969.
Jenkinson, D. S. In: The Use of Isotopes in Soil Organic Matter
Studies. FAO/IAEA Tech. Meeting, Brunswick-Volkenrode, Germany, 1963.
Pergamon Press, Oxford, U.K., 1966, pp. 187-197.
III-18
 
 27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.
Simpson. The Mineralization of Nitrogen from
Soil Biol. and Biochem. 1:241-251, 1969.
Freney, J. R. and J. R.
Organic Fractions in Soil.
Simpson, J. R. and J. R. Freney. The Fate of Labelled Mineral Nitrogen
After Addition of Three Pasture Soils of Different Organic lhtter
Contents. Aust. J. Agric. Research 18:613-623, 1967.
Moore, A. W. and J. S. Russell. Relative Constance of Soil Nitrogen
Fractions with Varying Total Soil Nitrogen Fractions with Varying Total
Soil Nitrogen. Trans. Ninth I‘national Congress of Soil Sci., Vol. 2.
American Elsevier Publ. Co. New York, N.Y. 1968.
The Availability of
Soil Sci.
Stewart, B. A., D. D. Johnson and L. K. Porter.
Fertilizer Nitrogen Immobilized During Decomposition of Straw.
Soc. Amer. Proc. 27:656-659, 1963.
Effect of Some Long-Time Rotations on Amino Acid
Soil Sci. Soc. Amer. Proc. 20:204-208, 1956.
Stevenson, F. J.
Composition of the Soil.
Chu, J. P-H. and R. Knowles. Mineralization of Immobilization of
Nitrogen in Bacterial Cells and in Certain Soil Organic Fractions.
Sci. Soc. Amer. Proc. 30:210-213, 1966.
Soil
Stevenson, F. J. Distribution of the Forms of Nitrogen in Some Soil
Profiles. Soil Sci. Soc. Amer. Proc. 21:283-287, 1957.
Bremner, J. M. and K. Shaw. Denitrification in Soil: I. Methods of
Investigation. J. Agr. Sci. 51:22-39, 1958.
Reddy, M. M. A Preliminary Report: Nutrients and lhtals Transported by
Sediments Within the Genesee River Watershed, New York. Pollution from
Land Use Activities Reference Group (Task C), International Joint
Commission, Windsor, Ontario, 1976.
Wyeth, R. K. and J. Ploscyca. Effect of Genessee River Discharge and
Wind-Induced Resuspension on the Nearshore Area of Lake Ontario. Report
to PLUARG, International Joint Commission by the Great Lakes Laboratory
SUNY College at Buffalo, New York, on EPA grant RE-802706. 1976.
Division of Laboratories and
1976.
Reddy, M. M. Personal Communication.
Research, New York State Department of Health, Albany, N.Y.
The Effect of the Grand River Spring Runoff on Lake
85 pp. 1976.
Eadie, B. J.
Michigan PLUARG Task D, Subactivity 3-1, Draft Report.
Water Data Report MI—75-l. Water Resources
1975.
U.S. Geological Survey.
Center, University of Michigan.
Chemical Extraction as an Index of Bioavailability of
Final Project Report,
Logan, T. J.
Phosphate in Lake Erie Basin Suspended Sediments.
Lake Erie Watershed Management Study, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
Buffalo District, Buffalo, N.Y., 1978.
42 pp.
 41.
42.
43.
44.
Ba
nn
er
ma
n,
R.
,
J.
Ko
nr
ad
an
d
D.
Be
ck
er
.
on
La
ke
Mi
ch
ig
an
Du
ri
ng
Pe
ak
Fl
ow
.
Madison, Wis. 1977.
Ba
hn
ic
k,
D.
A.
Ch
em
ic
al
Ef
fe
ct
s
of
Re
d
Cl
ay
on
We
st
er
n
La
ke
Su
pe
ri
or
.
Ce
nt
er
fo
r
La
ke
Su
pe
ri
or
En
vi
ro
nm
en
ta
l
St
ud
ie
s,
Un
iv
er
si
ty
of
Wi
sc
os
in
-
Superior. 1975.
Sw
en
so
n,
W.
,
L.
Br
oo
ke
an
d
P.
De
Va
re
.
Re
po
rt
on
th
e
Me
as
ur
em
en
t
of
th
e
Ef
fe
ct
s
of
Er
os
io
n
Co
nt
ro
l
on
th
e
Aq
ua
ti
c
Li
fe
in
th
e
Ne
ma
dj
i
Ri
ve
r
an
d
it
s
Tr
ib
ut
ar
ie
s.
In
:
Re
d
Cl
ay
Pr
oj
ec
t
An
nu
al
Re
po
rt
,
U.
S.
EP
A,
19
77
.
So
nz
og
ni
,
W.
C.
,
T.
J.
Mo
nt
ei
th
,
W.
N.
Ba
ck
an
d
V.
G.
Hu
gh
es
.
Un
it
ed
St
at
es
Gr
ea
t
La
ke
s
Tr
ib
ut
ar
y
Lo
ad
in
gs
.
An
n
Ar
bo
r,
Mi
ch
ig
an
,
19
78
.
18
7
pp
.
III-20
Ef
fe
ct
of
Me
no
mo
ne
e
Ri
ve
r
In
pu
ts
Wi
sc
on
si
n
De
pt
.
of
Na
tu
ra
l
Re
so
ur
ce
s,
PL
UA
RG
Te
ch
ni
ca
l
Re
or
t
to
Ta
sk
D,
 
 APP
END
IX
III
-A.
NIT
ROG
EN
DIS
TRI
BUT
ION
IN
SUS
PEN
DED
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NTS
Tuhlo llI-A-l. NlLrogen distribution (11 0121‘ fractionated suspended sedtments of samples from selected rivers in the Great Lakes Basin
      
V Nilrugcn distribution __ Nxtmgen distribution _
Sediment Sediment
517.2 Exchangeable sue Exchangeable
Sample fracuon N114 1102 + 1103 Hydrolyzable“ Total Sample fraction NH N02 + no Hvdrolyzable" Total
No. .11. mg/y, mg/L lug/g mg/L mg/y, mg/L nag/g ng/L N0. 1.... mfg ng/L lug/g 6,291. rug/g mg/L lug/g 6.3/1
iﬁ'ﬂﬂii‘i’ﬂ W)
1 dlss -— 0 -- 0.49 —- —- —— —— xvdies -- 0.14 -- 1.26 -- -— —— ——
0.2—2 0.51 (0.01 2.73 0.02 -~ -- -— -- 0.2—2 0 0 0.12 0.02 1 38 0 21 1.65 0.25
2—20 0.14 0.01 0.40 0 01 —— -- ~- »— 2-20 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 1 17 0 29 1 32 0.36
>20 0.16 0.01 0.31 0.01 —— —- u —- 20 0.01 0 01 0 0 0 50 o 11 0 66 0.15
.-0.2 0.20 0.01 0.72 0.03 —— -— -— —— 0.2 0.01 0.31 0.03 0.02 0 93 0 61 1 16 0.76
111 dies -- 0.32 -- 0 88 —- 0 52 -» —— WI .11" ~ 0 07 »— 1.05 —— -- -— ——
0 2-2 1 01 0.01 2.65 0 02 5 64 0 05 —— —- 0.2—2 0 0 0.15 0.01 3.12 0 24 3 28 0.25
2-20 011 10.01 0.09 0 01 1.47 0.04 —- —— 2-20 0.04 0.01 0.13 0.01 1.08 0 09 162 0.13
>20 011 -0.01 0.22 0 01 1.07 0.02 «- -— 20 0.01 0 01 0.17 0.02 0.44 0 05 1.22 0.13
>0.2 0.24 0.01 0.50 0 03 192 0.11 -— —- «0.2 0.02 0.01 0.15 0.04 1.43 0.38 1.95 0.51
1v d166- -- 1.12 —— 1 40 —— -— -- --WI! 81115 —— 0 14 -- 0.98 —— -— ~—
0 2-2 0.02 r 0.01 0.01 0 01 0 16 0.24 1.25 0.27 0.2—2 0.01 0 01 0.01 “0.01 193 0.67 2. 0.77
2-20 0.05 0.01 0.01 I 0 01 0 71 0.11 1 02 0.16 2-20 0.06 0 01 0 0 0 95 0.13 1. 0.18
>20 0.02 0.01 0.01 '0 01 1 39 0.50 1 56 0.55 20 “0.01 0 01 '0.01 '0.01 0 46 0.19 0. 0.27
>0.2 0.02 0.02 0.01 0 01 1 18 0.86 1.35 0.98 >0.2 0.02 0 01 0.01 -0.01 1 10 0.99 1. 1.22
v d1ss -— 0.07 —- 0.49 -- —- —— -— MEMOMONEE RIVER
0.2-2 0.11 0.02 0.22 0.04 1.55 0.28 2.19 0.40
2-20 0.02 < 0.01 0.07 0.01 0.76 0.13 1.43 0.25 1 dias —— 0.14 —— 2.66 —— —— -—
>20 0.02 0.01 0.03 0.01 0.27 0.06 1.79 0.40 0.2—2 0.17 0.01 0.51 0.02 -— -— ——
>0 2 0.05 0.03 0.10 0.06 0.82 0.47 1.80 1.04 2-20 0.06 0.01 0.13 0.02 -- —— --
'20 0.04 0.01 0.11 0.03 —— —— --
v1 :11“ -— 0.14 -- 1.40 A- -- —— -- >0.2 0.06 0.03 0.15 0.07 —— -— -— —-
0 2—2 0.45 (0.01 3.59 0.02 10.84 0 05 14 43 0.07
2-20 -— -— —— -- 2.29 0 02 3.30 0.03 11 d1“ -- 0.39 —— 1.05 —— —- -- -—
0 2—20 —- -- -- -- 4.43 0 07 6.04 0.10 0.2-2 8.31 0.14 0.58 0.01 15.16 0.26 33.25 0.57
2-20 0.31 0.03 0.08 0.01 2.80 0.26 4.41 0.41
v11 cuss -- 0 20 -— 1.96 -- -- . —- -— >20 0.27 0.05 0.08 0.02 2.51 0.55 4.46 0.68
0.2-2 1 80 0 01 3 57 0 02 11.20 0 06 14.77 0.08 >0.2 0.73 0.22 0.11 0.03 3.50 1.07 5.39 1.65
2-20 —- —- -— 7.18 0 02 10.05 0 03
>20 -- -— —— 1.12 0 01 16.03 0.05 111 diss —— 0 27 —— 0.88 —— —— -— --
>0.2 —— —— —— —— 7.72 0 08 14.09 0.16 0.2-2 0.40 0 04 1.04 0.10 2 11 0.20 6.84 0.66
2-20 0.13 0 02 0.12 0.02 1.52 0.24 2.33 0.36
V111 diss -- 0.35 —— 1.40 —— —- -— —— >20 0.37 0 02 0.20 0.01 2.03 0.12 3.62 0.21
0.2—2 0.50 0.01 2.06 0.04 0 0 16 54 0.29 >0.2 0.26 0 06 0.42 0.13 1 80 0.56 3.92 1.23
2—20 0.02 «0.01 0.16 0.01 0.96 0 07 1 78 0 12
>20 0 0 0 11 0.01 0 73 0 03 1 16 0.05 11' digs —— 0.63 -~ 1.40 -- -— v- --
>0 2 0 07 0.01 0.39 0.05 0 75 0 10 3 16 0.46 0.2-2 1.00 0.01 3.09 0.02 1 60 0 01 5.09 0.02
2-20 0.10 “0.01 0.63 0.01 1 69 0 03 3.23 0.05
IX diss -- 0.07 —- 1.40 -- -- —— -- 20 0 04 '0.01 0.08 <0.01 2 54 0 10 4.65 0.19
0 2—2 0 0 1.15 0.02 16.88 0.27 28 76 0.46 >0.2 0.14 0.01 0.48 0.03 2 26 0 14 4.34 0.26
2-20 0 0 0.56 0.04 0 15 0.01 1.10 0 08
>20 0.06 /0.01 0.28 0.01 5 10 0.11 7.31 0.15 v diss -~ 0.70 -- 2 24 —— -— -- ——
>0 2 0 01 0.07 0.60 0.07 2 38 0.39 6 36 0 69
v1 diss —- 2.03 -- 0.91 —- —- -- —-
x 11151; —— 0.07 —- o 98 —~ —— —— —- 02-2 0.24 (0.01 4.26 0.03 0.64 <0.01 0.77 0.06
0.2-2 0 03 0.02 0.23 0 16 5.22 3 50 6.75 4.53 2-20 1.29 <0.01 4.25 (0.01 6.74 0.01 14 62 0.16
2—20 0 0 0.03 0 04 1.07 1 33 1.48 1.82 0.2—20 0.45 0.01 4.26 0.03 1.74 0.01 9.84 0 22
>20 0 0 0.01 0 01 1.19 1 26 1.40 1.48
>0.2 0.01 0.02 0.07 0 21 2.05 6 09 2.64 7.83 v11 diss —— 0.35 -- 1.26 -— -— -— —-
0 2-2 0.64 0.01 1.79 0.02 5.09 0 04 10.95 0.10
x1 81” —- 0.07 -- 1.12 -- —- —— -- 2-20 0.05 <o.o1 0.07 "0.01 3 20 0 11 4.24 0.14
0.2-2 0 0 0.05 0.01 4.79 0.61 7.30 0.94 ‘20 0.05 (0.01 0.07 <0.01 2 88 0 10 3.99 0.14
2-20 0 0 0.05 0.10 1.56 0.19 3.55 0.42 >0.2 0.11 0.01 0:25 0.03 3 25 0 25 4.65 0.38
>20 0.04 0.01 0.15 0.02 2.34 0.34 3.18 0.46
>0.2 0.02 0.01 0.33 0.13 2.91 1.14 4.62 2.16 V111 8136 —- 0.28 -- 2.52 —— —- -- ——
0.2-2 0.67 (0.01 0.35 0.02 5 33 0 02 9.24 0.06
x11 d1ss —— 0.21 —— 0.12 -- -- —- -- 2—20 0.13 (0.01 0.10 0.01 2 38 0 02 3.83 0.04
0.2—2 0 0 3.43 0.03 53 51 0.49 62 22 0.60 >20 0.08 0.01 0.18 -'0.01 3 49 o 05 5.97 0.08
2—20 0.08 <0.01 0.49 0.02 6 88 0.30 7 20 0.34 >0 2 0.20 0.01 0.69 0.02 3 43 0 09 6.41 0.18
>20 0.09 <0.01 0.61 0.02 4.13 0.15 5.70 0.23 .
>0.2 0.07 0.01 0.84 0.07 10.52 0.94 13.03 1.17 xx dlss —— 0 «- 2.10 -- -- -- --
0.2-2 0.39 <0.o1 2.17 0.03 5.60 0.07 10.97 0 14
x1v d1ss -— 0 -- 0.91 —- —v —— -- 2—20 0.14 «0.01 1.09 0.01 3.81 0.04 7 50 0 08
0.2—2 0 0 0.09 0.01 2 79 0 35 3.90 0.50 >20 0.07 <0.01 0.50 <0.01 3.97 0.02 6 82 0 03
>20 0.02 10.01 0.03 0.01 0.43 0.06 0.63 0.08 >0.2 0.23 0.01 1.43 0.04 4.2 0.13 8 74 0 :5
>0.2 0 02 '0 01 0.03 0.01 1.41 0.67 1.85 0.88
x 013s —— 0.14 -— 1.89 -— —- -- ——
0.2—2 1.23 0.03 0.84 0.02 3.04 0.07 6.93 0.16
2-20 0.46 0.02 0 11 <0.01 3 16 0.12 5.64 0.21
>20 0.57 0.02 0.41 0.01 3 32 0.09 5.30 0.14
>0.2 0.70 0.07 0.40 0.03 3 20 0.2 5.86 0.51
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Nitrogun distribution
  
Scdluent Sediment
31:0 Exchangeable size Exchangeable
Sanplu lrncﬂon NH noo + :m Hydrolyzable" Tom) Sample fraction N07 ¢ N0 Hydro]yzub1c* Tntnl
No. pl "137;; Inn/l. mg/ﬁ mtg/l. lug/g mg/L rug/g ng/L No. um Ins-.71; Inn/L mg“: .g/l. I'm/9, lug/l. mv/g mu/l.
IIAUMEE RIVER NEHADJI 111171511
1 diis -- 0 -- 0.82 -- -- —- I diss -- 0. -- 0.21 -- -- -~ --
(1.2—: 0.09 0.01 0.50 0.05 -- —— -- 0.2-2 0.04 "0.01 0.61 0.02 -— -— -- --
2-20 0.05 0.01 0.05 0.01 -— -- -- 2-20 0.16 0.01 0.29 0.02 -— -- -- --
>20 0.04 (0.01 0.19 0.01 -- -- -- -— ’20 0.05 ‘0.01 0.10 '0.01 -- ~- -- --
>0.2 0.07 0.02 0.24 0.06 -- -- -- -- >0.2 0.11 0.01 0.38 0.04 -- -- -- -—
11 dis: -- 0.35 -— 6 06 -— -— -- -— 11 digs -- 0.21 -— 0.32 -- -- -- --
0.2-2 1.13 0.07 2.66 0 17 -- -- 7.10 0.45 0. -2 0.43 0.06 0.43 0.06 1.43 0.18 5.45 0.70
2-20 0.08 (0.01 0.18 0 01 1 70 0 09 2.03 0.11 2-20 0.04 0.01 0. 2 0.01 0.68 0.23 1.14 0.39
>20 2.83 0.01 1.49 (0 01 -- -- -— -- >20 0.16 0.02 0.16 0.02 1.73 0.18 2.66 0.28
>0.2 0.69 0.06 1.50 018 -- -- -- —- >0.2 0.15 0.09 0.14 0.08 1.34 0.59 2.38 1.36
111 diss -- 0.21 -- 8 82 -- -— -- -- 111 diss -- 0.77 —- 0.91 -- -- -- '-
0.2-2 0 0 2.70 0 09 1.38 0.05 5.45 0.18 0.2'2 0.09 (0.01 0.15 0.01 1.17 0.05 2.25 0.10
2-20 0.07 (0.01 0.87 0 02 3.81 0.09 6.75 0.15 2-20 0.03 (0.01 0.14 0.01 0.71 0.03 1.74 0.08
>20 0.14 (0.01 1.12 0 01 4.58 0.04 7.31 0.07 >20 0.04 “0.01 0.12 <0.01 1.18 0.01 1.60 0.02
>0.2 0.04 (0.01 1.84 0 12 2.67 0 18 6.49 0.40 >0.2 0.06 0.01 0.14 0.01 0.95 0.09 1.95 0.19
1V disa -- 0.07 -- 3.92 -- -- —— —- 1V diss -- 0.93 —— 1.33 -- -- -- “
0.2-2 0.03 (0.01 0.60 0.05 2.70 0.20 5 16 0.39 0.2-2 0.22 0.01 0.11 (0.01 0.87 0.02 2.42 0.07
2—20 0.02 (0.01 0.12 0.01 3.30 0.37 5 29 0.59 2-20 0.02 <0.01 0.17 0.01 0.74 0.04 1.28 0.00
>20 0.03 40.01 0.16 0.01 4.40 0.28 7.51 0.49 >20 0.02 <0.01 0.07 (0.01 0.75 0.01 2.90 0.05
>0.2 0.02 0.01 0.27 0.07 3.38 0.85 5 80 1.47 >0.2 0.07 0.01 0.14 0.01 0.78 0.07 1.93 0.18
GRAND RIVER V dis! -- 0.28 -- 0.35 -- -- -- --
0.2-? 0.47 0.01 1.52 0.02 2.27 0.03 9.09 0.12
1 £1133 —— 0.53 —— 0.31 -— 0 -- —— 2—20 0.02 (0.01 0.65 0.01 1.33 0.03 3.94 0.07
0.2-2 13.45 0.07 2 92 0.02 21.34 0.12 30.22 0.16 0.2-20 0.20 0.01 0.98 0.03 1.71 0.06 5.00 0.19
2-20 0.32 (0.01 0 76 0.01 5.76 0.06 18.41 0.18
>20 0.32 0.01 0 51 0.01 6.60 0.12 12.66 0.23 V1 digs —- 0.07 -- 0.42 >— -- -- --
>0.2 2.66 0.08 1 07 0.04 9.69 0.2 16.91 0.61 0.2-? 0 0 2.76 0 01 6.00 0.02 12.76 0.05
2-20 -- —— -- -- 4.38 0.01 14.2 0.02
11 digs —— 0.56 -- 0.42 -- -- -- -- 0.2~20 -A -- -— -- 5.61 0.03 13.31 0.07
0.2-2 1.73 0.01 9 09 0.04 7.34 0.03 33.60 0.15
2-20 0.16 (0.01 1 26 0.02 8.56 0.11 13.03 0.16 V11 dies -- 0.07 -— 0.49 -— -- -- --
>20 1.13 “0.01 3 04 ’0.01 -- -- -- -- 0.2-2 0.03 0.01 0.15 0.02 1.14 0.17 1.99 0.29
>0.2 0.61 0.01 3 26 0.06 -— -— -- -- 2-20 0.05 0.01 0 <0.01 0.87 0.25 1.40 0.40
’20 0.60 0.01 3 29 0.06 8.19 0 14 13 23 0 31 ‘20 0.03 0.01 0.04 (0.01 0.66 0.09 1.24 0.16
>0.2 0.04 0.02 0.05 0.03 0.89 0.51 1.51 0.85
111 disa -- 0.35 -A 3.36 -- -— —- —-
0.2-2 0 0 5 49 0.04 1.14 0.01 10 06 0.07 V111 dies -- 0.14 -- 0.70 -— -- -- --
2-20 0 0 0 32 0.01 3.20 0.05 6 22 0.10 0.2-2 0.08 (0.01 0.43 0.02 1.87 0.07 2.49 0.11
>20 0.03 0.01 0 26 ’0.01 4.70 0.08 6.86 0.12 2-20 0.14 0.01 0.03 (0.01 1.79 0.10 3.00 0.17
>0.2 0.03 0.01 1 19 0.05 3.51 0.13 7 19 0.29 >20 0.86 0.02 1.30 0.03 1.78 0.04 2.55 0.08
'0.2 0.25 0.03 0.37 0.05 1.77 0.21 3.05 0.36
1V dis: -- 0.07 -— 3.22 -- -- -- -—
0.2-2 0 0 4 77 0.04 2.40 0.02 9.34 0.07 IX dlss -- 0.21 -- 0.63 -- -- —v --
2-20 0.07 (0.01 1 55 0.03 5.10 0.10 9 34 0.19 0.2-2 0.30 0.01 0.33 0.01 3.43 0.13 7.20 0.59
>20 0.03 ’0.01 9 35 0.02 4.81 0.11 8.69 0.19 2-20 0.05 (0.01 0.03 (0.01 1.34 0.11 2.75 0.25
>0.2 0.09 ’0.01 1 85 0.09 4.60 0.23 9.07 0.45 >20 0.01 (0.01. 0.21 <0.01 2.80 0.06 4.59 0.30
>0.2 0.12 0.01 0.14 0.01 2.10 0.30 3.96 1.14
V diss -- 0 -- 1.96 -- -- —— —-
0.2-2 0.47 (0.01 0 0 1.00 0.01 2.94 0.03 X dila -- 0.28 -- 0.63 -- —— -- --
2-20 0.33 (0.01 0.22 '0.01 12.10 0.17 15.97 0.22 0.2-2 0.01 <0.01 0.25 0.03 0.53 0.07 2.07 0.26
>20 0.06 “0.01 1.16 0.01 -- -- -- -- 2-20 0.02 (0.01 0.01 (0.01 0.31 0.08 0.54 0.13
>0.2 0.34 0.01 0.31 0.01 7.70 0.18 11.04 0.25 >20 0.01 (0.01 0.05 0.01 0.20 0.03 0.40 0.06
>0.2 0.02 0.01 0.08 0.04 0.33 0.18 0.80 0.45
X1 d1ss -- 0.49 -- 0.70 -- -- -- --
0.2-2 0.01 0.05 0.64 0.02 2.55 0.07 7.53 0.20
2-20 0.01 (0.01 0.10 (0.01 1.97 0.08 3.60 0.14
>20 0.01 (0.01 0.20 <0.01 1.50 0.03 3.28 0.06
>0.2 0.06 0.05 0.29 0.03 2.11 0.18 4.75 0.40
*Hydrolyzable N - hydrolyzable [NHA-N + Amino Ac1d - N + Hexoseamne-N]
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ABSTRACT
The
ava
ila
bil
ity
of
tra
ce
met
als
(Cu,
Pb,
and
Zn)
was
mea
sur
ed
in
sus
—
pen
ded
and
bot
tom
sed
ime
nts
fro
m f
ive
tri
but
ari
es
to
the
Gre
at
Lak
es.
Ava
ila
bil
ity
was
est
ima
ted
as
the
fra
cti
on
ext
rac
ted
by
a h
ydr
oxy
lam
ine
hyd
roc
hlo
rid
e r
eag
ent
(HH
—me
tal
) o
r a
che
lat
ing
cat
ion
exc
han
ge
res
in
(re
sin
—me
tal
).
The
amo
unt
of
sed
ime
nt
rem
ain
ing
fol
low
ing
ana
lys
es
for
pho
sph
oru
s a
nd
nit
rog
en
lim
ite
d t
he
num
ber
of
sam
ple
s a
vai
lab
le
for
tra
ce
met
al
ana
lys
is.
Mea
n v
alu
es
of
the
ava
ila
ble
met
al
fra
cti
on
(RH
-me
tal
) f
or
the
ind
ivi
dua
l t
rib
uta
rie
s r
ang
ed
fro
m 2
5 t
o 4
5%
of
the
sed
ime
nt
tot
al
met
al.
Exc
ept
ion
s w
ere
the
Men
omo
nee
sam
ple
s w
her
e m
ean
val
ues
for
the
thr
ee
met
als
ran
ged
fro
m 4
6 t
o 7
6%
and
Pb
in
the
Gen
ese
e
sam
ple
s (
mea
n =
60%)
.
Dif
fer
—
enc
es
in
ava
ila
bil
ity
amo
ng
the
cla
y,
sil
t,
and
san
d s
ize
fra
cti
ons
wer
e n
ot
sig
nif
ica
nt.
Res
in—
met
al
was
les
s t
han
HH—
met
al
(me
an
val
ues
),
wit
h t
he
exc
ept
ion
of
Pb
in
the
Men
omo
nee
sam
ple
s.
How
eve
r,
the
rel
ati
ve
pro
por
tio
ns
of
res
in—
met
al
and
HH-
met
al
var
ied
amo
ng
the
dif
fer
ent
met
als
and
tri
but
ari
es.
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IV—iv
  
IV—l. INTRODUCTION
The availability of trace metals associated with suspended tributary
sediments is of importance in determining whether trace metals will be
transported to the bottom sediments through particle sedimentation or
whether the trace metals will be released into the lake water and possibly
accumulated by aquatic organisms. This investigation focused on Cu, Pb,
and Zn. In addition to total metal concentrations, available metal concen-
tractions were estimated using hydroxylamine hydrochloride extraction
(EH—metal) and resin desorption (resin-metal) techniques. The hydroxylamine
hydrochloride reagent solubilizes surface-bound metal associated with metal
(e.g., Fe, Mn) hydrous oxides (1). The resin desorption method is comparable
in principle to the method used for estimating available P involving
equilibration with an anion exchange resin (see Part II). In the case of
the trace metals, a metal chelating resin was used. By removing dissolved
metals from solution, the resin will promote metal desorption from the
sediment particles until an equilibrium is reached between the sediment and
the metal concentration maintained in solution by the resin.
IV—l
  
IV—Z. CONCLUSIONS
Avai
labl
e me
tal
conc
entr
atio
ns i
n se
dime
nts
gene
rall
y re
pres
ents
an
aver
age
of 2
5 to
45%
of t
he t
otal
meta
l.
Avai
labi
lity
may
be h
ighe
r in
sedi
ment
s in
flue
nced
by l
ocal
sour
ces
of m
etal
s.
For
exam
ple,
mean
avai
labl
e me
tal
(HE—
meta
l) l
evel
s ra
nged
from
46 t
o 76
% of
the
tota
l me
tal
5
for
Cu,
Pb,
and
Zn i
n th
e Me
nomo
nee
Rive
r sa
mple
s.
Othe
r ex
cept
ions
may
also occur, such as Pb in the Genesee which averaged 60% of the sediment
total Pb.
 
Differences in availability among the different particle size fractions
may
exis
t, b
ut w
ere
not
sign
ific
ant
in t
he s
ampl
es i
nves
tiga
ted.
The
resi
n—
metal fraction generally represents a smaller fraction than the HH—metal of
the total metal concentration. However, a consistent relationship between
HH-metal and resin—metal was not found.
IV-Z
 IV—3. SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS
Collection of Samples
The
sus
pen
ded
and
bot
tom
sed
ime
nts
col
lec
ted
for
ana
lys
is
of
tra
ce
met
al
ava
ila
bil
ity
are
des
cri
bed
in
Par
t
I o
f
thi
s
rep
ort
.
Analysis for Trace Metals
Tot
al
met
al
(Cu
, P
b,
Zn)
con
cen
tra
tio
ns
wer
e m
eas
ure
d b
y d
ige
sti
on
wit
h
a H
Cl—
HN0
3—H
202
rea
gen
t
(2
hr)
at
70°
C,
fol
low
ed
by
ana
lys
is
by
ato
mic
absorption spectroscopy (2).
Analysis for Available Metals
Ava
ila
ble
met
als
wer
e
est
ima
ted
by
two
che
mic
al
met
hod
s,
a c
hel
ati
ng
cat
ion
exc
han
ge
res
in
des
orp
tio
n t
ech
niq
ue
(re
sin
-me
tal
) a
nd
by
ext
rac
tio
n
wit
h a
hyd
rox
yla
min
e h
ydr
och
lor
ide
rea
gen
t
(HE
-me
tal
).
Resin—metal
Cat
ion
exc
han
ge
res
in
(Ch
ele
x 1
00,
50
to
100
mes
h s
ize
)
in
the
sod
ium
acetate form was equilibrated at pH 7.0 for 18 hr with the sediment
sus
pen
sio
n.
The
res
in
was
sep
ara
ted
by
sie
vin
g
and
elu
ted
wit
h 2
N H
N03
to
rem
ove
ads
orb
ed
met
als
(3)
.
The
elu
ate
was
ana
lyz
ed
by
ato
mic
abs
orp
tio
n
spectroscopy (AAS).
HH—metal
Th
e
se
di
me
nt
wa
s
ex
tr
ac
te
d
wi
th
1.
05
1h
yd
ro
xy
la
mi
ne
hy
dr
oc
hl
or
id
e
in
25%
ace
tic
aci
d (
1)
and
the
ext
rac
ted
met
als
wer
e a
nal
yze
d b
y a
tom
ic
abs
orp
tio
n
spectroscopy.
IV~3
  
IV—4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
The
con
cen
tra
tio
ns
of
tot
al
met
al,
HH—
met
al,
and
res
in—
met
al
wer
e
mea
sur
ed
on
siz
e—f
rac
tio
nat
ed
sed
ime
nts
(0.2
to
2,
2 t
o 2
0,
and
> 2
0 u
m)
obt
ain
ed
fro
m t
he
Gen
ese
e,
Gra
nd,
Mau
mee
, M
eno
mon
ee
and
Nem
adj
i R
ive
rs
whi
ch
dis
cha
rge
to
the
Gre
at
Lak
es.
The
met
als
inv
est
iga
ted
wer
e C
u
(Ta
ble
IV—l
),
Pb
(Ta
ble
IV—Z
) a
nd
Zn
(Ta
ble
IV-3
).
Ana
lys
is
of
met
al
con
cen
tra
tio
ns
and
dis
tri
but
ion
was
lim
ite
d t
o s
ome
ext
ent
by
the
num
ber
of
sam
ple
s a
vai
lab
le.
Bec
aus
e p
rio
rit
y w
as
giv
en
to
ana
lys
is
of
pho
sph
oru
s a
nd
nit
rog
en
in
the
sus
pen
ded
sed
ime
nt
sam
ple
s c
oll
ect
ed,
the
amo
unt
rem
ain
ing
for
tra
ce
met
al
ana
lys
is
was
fre
que
ntl
y i
nsu
ffi
cie
nt,
esp
eci
all
y w
her
e t
he
sus
pen
ded
sed
ime
nt
con
cen
tra
tio
ns
wer
e l
ow.
For
the
Gra
nd
and
Mau
mee
, o
nly
two
sam
ple
s w
ere
ana
lyz
ed
and,
wit
h a
few
exc
ept
ion
s,
onl
y t
ota
l m
eta
l
con
cen
tra
tio
ns
in
the
thr
ee
par
tic
le
siz
e f
rac
tio
ns
wer
e m
eas
ure
d.
How
eve
r,
the
sam
ple
num
ber
/si
ze
fra
cti
on
ran
ged
fro
m 6
to
8 f
or
the
Gen
ese
e,
4 t
o 6
for
the
Men
omo
nee
, a
nd
3 to
5 f
or
the
Nem
adj
i.
A f
ew
bot
tom
sed
ime
nts
and
int
act
sus
pen
ded
sed
ime
nt
sam
ple
s a
lso
wer
e a
nal
yze
d.
Det
ail
s o
f i
ndi
vid
ual
sample analyses are given in Appendix IV-A—l and IV—A—Z.
The
exp
ect
ed
ten
den
cy
for
hig
her
tot
al
met
al
con
cen
tra
tio
ns
(mea
n
val
ues
) i
n t
he
fin
e (
0.2
to
2 p
m)
par
tic
ula
te
fra
cti
on
was
obs
erv
ed
for
Cu
and
Pb
in
the
Gen
ese
e,
Mau
mee
, a
nd
Nem
adj
i a
nd
for
Zn
in
the
Gen
ese
e a
nd
Mau
mee
sam
ple
s (
Tab
les
IV-—l
q IV
—2,
IV—
3).
How
eve
r,
as
sho
wn
by
the
hig
h
coe
ffi
cie
nt
of
var
iat
ion
for
the
mea
n v
alu
es
(m
20
to
80%
),
the
re
wer
e
exc
ept
ion
s t
o t
his
tre
nd
for
ind
ivi
dua
l s
amp
les
.
For
the
oth
er
sam
ple
grou
ps
(Cu,
Pb a
nd Z
n in
the
Gran
d an
d Me
nomo
nee,
and
Zn i
n th
e Ne
madj
i),
mea
n t
ota
l m
eta
l c
onc
ent
rat
ion
s w
ere
eit
her
fai
rly
uni
for
m a
mon
g t
he
siz
e
fractions or highest in one of the larger size fractions.
The proportion of the total metal present as available metal (HE-metal
or resin—metal) did not differ appreciably among the three particle size
fractions (Tables IV—1, IV—2, IV—3). While some differences were noted in
mean values, the differences were not considered significant in view of
the relatively higher coefficients of variation and the small sample size.
The concentrations and distribution of total and available metals in
intact suspended sediment samples were calculated by summing the individual
size-fraction sediment—weighted metal concentrations (Table IV—4). The
highest concentrations of Cu, Pb, and Zn occurred in the Menomonee sedi—
ments. This likely reflects the numerous sources of trace metals in the
urbanized Menomonee Watershed. Intermediate concentrations were observed
in the Grand and Maumee suspended sediments, while concentrations of all
three metals were appreciably lower in the Genesee and the Nemadji than in
the suspended sediments of the other three tributaries.
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 Ta
bl
e
IV
—l
.
Co
pp
er
di
st
ri
bu
ti
on
in
si
ze
-f
ra
ct
io
na
te
d
su
sp
en
de
d
se
di
me
nt
s
Se
di
me
nt
Cu
Co
ef
fi
ci
en
t
of
va
ri
at
io
n
si
ze
fr
ac
ti
on
To
ta
l
HH
—C
u
Re
si
n-
Cu
To
ta
l
HH
-C
u
Re
si
n-
Cu
  
ug/g ——~'—‘—_— Z
GENESEE RIVER
0.
2
to
2
Hm
82
35
32
35
(7
)
46
(6
)*
60
(4
)
2
to
20
Um
61
36
28
41
(8
)
38
(5
)
10
6(
4)
>2
0
Um
46
53
14
77
(6
)
61
(4
)
49
(3
)
>0
.2
Um
64
49
14
29
(2
)
0(
2)
16
(2
)
MENOMONEE RIVER
0.
2
to
2
Um
12
4
64
61
41
(6
)
14
(4
)
19
(4
)
2
to
20
Hm
16
8
35
25
54
(5
)
42
(4
)
39
(3
)
>2
0
Um
14
4
42
28
57
(4
)
21
(4
)
64
(3
)
>0
.2
Mm
18
7
40
25
23
(3
)
3(
2)
45
(2
)
MAUMEE RIVER
0.
2
to
2
Hm
88
34
32
72
(2
)
42
(2
)
-(
1)
2
to
20
Um
51
20
19
11
(2
)
-(
1)
12
(2
)
>
2
0
U
m
4
9
—
—
_
_
_
(
1
)
_
_
_
_
>0
.2
um
84
——
-—
—(
1)
__
__
GRAND RIVER
0
to
2
Um
92
--
8
35
(2
)
--
-(
1)
2
to
2
0
U
m
87
-
—
——
4
1
(
2
)
-_
_
_
>
2
0
U
m
64
——
—
—
—(
1)
_
_
__
>0
.2
Um
64
-—
——
~(
1)
—_
_-
NEMADJI RIVER
0.
2
to
2
Um
57
29
22
35
(5
)
27
(3
)
35
(4
)
2
to
20
Um
39
23
10
37
(4
)
24
(3
)
50
(2
)
>2
0
Um
35
18
16
49
(3
)
0(
2)
-(
1)
>O
.2
Um
50
22
13
3(
2)
-(
1)
-(
1)
*Number of samples analyzed.
IV—5
 Tab
le
IV-2
.
Lea
d d
ist
rib
uti
on
in
siz
e-f
rac
tio
nat
ed
sus
pen
ded
sed
ime
nts
Sedi
ment
Pb
Coef
fici
ent
of v
aria
tion
size
frac
tion
Tota
l
HH-P
b
Resi
n-Pb
Tota
l Pb
HH-P
b
Resi
n-Pb
 
Ug/g Z
GENESEE RIVER
0.2 to 2 Um 86 52 49 29(7)* 20(5) (1)
2 to 20 Um 48 68 89 64(8) 32(3) (1)
>20 Hm 28 54 64 53(6) 38(3) (1)
>0.2
um
38
52
--
19(2
)
2(3)
—-
MENOMONEE RIVER
0.2 to 2 Um 569 76 22 47(5) 11(4) 50(4)
2 to 20 Um 666 71 9 60(5) 26(4) 72(3)
>20 Mm 643 81 18 64(4) 17(4) 44(3)
>0.2 Um 847 68 13 31(3) 12(2) 11(2)
MAUMEE R IVE R
0.2 to 2 pm 117 33 7 64(2) 66(2) (1)
2 to 20 um 81 4o —— 26(2) -(1) -—
>20 um 87 —- -- —(1) -- ——
>0.2 pm 124 -— —— —(1) —— ——
0 to 2 Um 97 -— -- 10(2) -- --
2 to 20 Um 177 -- -- 17(2) -- --
>20 Um 117 -- -- (1) -‘ --
>0.2 pm 126 —- —— (1) -— -—
0.2 to 2 Hm 39 13 5 27(5) 11(2) (1)
2 to 20 Hm 28 3O -- 40(4) 26(2) -—
>20 Um 33 29 3 71(3) (1) (1)
>0.2 Um 34‘ 25 -- 17(2) (1) —-
*Number of samples analyzed.
IV—6
Tab
le
IV-3
.
Zin
c d
ist
rib
uti
on
in
siz
e-f
rac
tio
nat
ed
sus
pen
ded
sed
ime
nts
 
Sed
ime
nt
Zn
Coe
ffi
cie
nt
of
var
iat
ion
size fraction Total HH-Zn Resin—Zn Total HH-Zn Resin-Zn
 
u
g
/
g
%
GENESEE RIVER
0.2
to 2
Um
203
35
13
33(7
)*
23(6
)
35(3
)
2 to
20 M
m
159
26
8
35(8
)
39(5
)
63(3
)
>20
Hm
96
26
4
73(6
)
64(3
)
26(4
)
>0.2 Um 124 32 10 6(2) 33(2) 10(2)
MENOMONEE RIVER
0.2 to 2 Mm 376 62 23 53(5) 16(4) 14(4)
2 to 20 Um 598 48 13 47(5) 29(4) 12(3)
>20 Mm 431 58 21 45(4) 23(4) 17(3)
>0.2 Mm 593 46 18 18(3) 11(2) 12(2)
MAUMEE RIVER
0.2 to 2 Mm 386 20 13 74(2) 25(2) 44(2)
2 to 20 Mm 214 23 10 1(2) -(1) 28(2)
>20 Um 161 -— -- -(1) —- --
>0.2 Um 354 —- —- -(1) -- --
GRAND RIVER
0.2 to 2 um 221 —— —- 28(2) —- --
2 to 20 pm 336 —- -— 20(2) -— -—
>2o pm 198 —— —- -(1) -— -—
>0.2 pm 221 —- —- —(1) —- ——
NEMADJI RIVER
0.2 to 2 Um 150 22 13 26(5) 46(3) 54(4)
2 to 20 Hm 116 21 7 46(4) 53(3) 81(2)
>20 Mm 262 43 ~- 57(3) 87(2) --
>0.2 Hm 138 26 7 8(2) -(1) -(1)
*Number of samples analyzed.
IV—7
Table IV—A. Mean concentrations of total and available
Cu, Pb, and Zn in tributary suspended
sediments.*
  
Tributary Total Metal HH—Metal Resin—metal
ug/L ug/g %
E22223
Genesee 27 61 41 25
Menomonee 25 146 46 37
Maumee ll 66 26 25
Grand 3 80 —— -—
Nemadji 10 45 24 15
Lead
Genesee 23 51 60 71
Menomonee 87 628 76 16
Maumee 17 97 37 7**
Grand 5 140 —— -—
Nemadji 7 32 24 5
Zinc
Genesee 67 150 25 8
Menomonee 65 471 56 19
Maumee 48 279 22 12
Grand 9 265 —— __
Nemadji 32 150 25 10
* Calculated from the mean concentrations in the three
particle size fractions (Tables IV—1,
IV—2,
IV-3) and
the average size distribution and concentrations of the
Suspended sediments (Table 1-3).
** Based on one sample.
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 Available metal concentrations, measured as HH—metal, ranged from 24
to 41% of the total Cu, 24 to 76% of the total Pb, and 22 to 56% of the
total Zn. For resin-metal, concentrations ranged from 15 to 37% for Cu, 5
to 71% for Pb, and 8 to 19% for Zn. The expected lower proportion of
resin—metal (as compared to HH-metal) was observed in most of the sample
groups, but Pb in the Genesee samples was an exception. These samples also
exhibited a high degree of availability (60and.7l% for HH—Pb and resin-Pb,
respectively). Only Pb in the Menomonee samples exhibited a higher degree
of availability (76%).
The fraction of the total metal present as HH—metal was higher in the
Menomonee samples than in samples from the other tributaries. Relatedly,
total metal concentrations were also highest in the Menomonee samples. This
likely reflects the local sources of trace metals in the urban/industrial
Menomonee Watershed.
The trace metal concentrations expressed on a volume basis did not
follow the same order as concentrations expressed on a sediment basis
(Table IV-4). These differences result from the large differences in mean
suspended sediment concentration among the five tributaries. For example,
the Genesee samples exhibited the highest concentrations of Cu and Zn
expressed on a ug/L basis even though concentrations on a ug/g basis were
relatively low compared to the other tributaries.
The HH-metal is considered the best estimate of the available fraction
of the total trace metal in the sediment. With the exception of the
Menomonee samples and Pb in the Genesee samples, mean HH—metal concentrations
were in the range 22 to 46% of the total metal concentration. The reason for
the high proportion of HH—Pb in the Genesee samples (60%) as compared to Cu
and Zn (41.and 25%, respectively) is uncertain.
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 Appond1x IV-A-l. Trace metals in suspended sediments
   
  
 
  
Sample Sediment Cu Pb Zn
110. fraction Total Resin HHX‘1 Total Resln HHX "10:31 Res1n HHX
um 22. WW2” vg/g“
gust-1E
1 0.2 to 2 -- -- -- -- -- " -' -— '-
2 to 20 90 -- -- 94 -‘ -- 232 -- --
>20 -- -- -- -- -- ~- -- -- -~
)0.2 -- -- -- -- -- -' -- -- --
111 0.2 U) 2 -- -— -- -- -- —— -- -- '-
2 to 20 56 -- -- b7 —- —- 259 -- --
>20 46 -- -- 52 -- -- 212 -- -‘
>0.2 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
1\' (1.2 to 2 91 17(19) 50(55) 60 ND 31(52) 163 15(5) 50(27)
2 to 20 67 4(6) 33(49) 23 ND 16(70) 131 17(1)) 27(2))
>20 74 12(16) 12(43) 19 ND 6(30) 67 3(4) 14(21)
)0.2 77 11(15) 38(49) 33 ND 17(52) 125 11(9) 29(24)
V {1.2 La 2 9‘) 15(113) 49(52) 73 ND 37(51) 210 39(17) 105(4(;)
2 to 20 61 5(5) 30(49) 39 1D 18(46) 137 4(1) 35(26)
>20 17 1(6) 7(39) 27 ND 18(67) 4!» 1(2) 15(33)
>0.2 51 M12) 25(49) 43 I‘ll) 23(53) 12? 12(10) 47(39)
VIII 0.2 [u 2 121 ND 24(20) 80 -- 151 -- 50(3))
2 [u 20 72 {JD -- 31 -- 12-1 ~~ ‘-
>20 102 ND -- 39 -- -- 151 —- ——
>0. 2 -- 1"!) -- -- ~< -- -- >> --
1X 0.2 to Z 81 27(3)) 10(22) 104 “(49) 51(49) 181 ~- 40(25)
2 Ln 20 [U 7(70) 1|(l40) )(r 32(89) 32(89) 112 -- 17(15)
>20 '11 4(19) '12 14 9(64) 9(b4) A} —— “(19)
>n.2 -— -— —— -— -— -— —— -— —-
X 0.2 Ln 2 B4 -- 17(20) so -- -— 1qu —— 65(42)
2 In 20 -- -- 29 -- -- -- -- -- 19
>20 -- -- -- -- -- -- -' -- --
>0.Z -- -- -- -- n —- “ '— '-
XI 0.2 to 2 27 -- 4b(>100) 132 -- -- 53(40) 344 110(40)
PEI-'OMONIIE RIVER
1 0.2 to 2 107 63(59) 65(61) 720 260(36) 513(71) 530 120(23) 269(55)
2 to 20 114 48(36) 57(43) 1062 166(16) 300(75) 7B7 100(1)) 111(40)
>20 162 46(28) 62(38) 1223 145(12) 873(71) 626 111(18) 265(42)
>0.2 147 48(33) 60(41) 1122 162(14) 816(73) 680 108(16) 284(42)
II 0.2 to Z 229 148(65) 159(69) 904 79(9) (780(75) 726 154(21) 480(66)
2 to 20 327 55(18) 99(30) 1112 101(9) 521(47) 1001 124(12) 336(34)
>20 191 20(10) 56(45) 666 98(15) 480(72) 439 109(25) 274(62)
)0.2 234 3907) 94(40) 814 911(12) 504(62) 625 116(19) 305(49)
III 0.2 to 2 116 54(47) 61(5)) 1913 35(18) 141(7)) 418 111(27) 208(50)
2 to 20 126 26(21) 60(48) 233 8(3) 166(71) 341 5005) 172(50)
>20 -- -- -- -' ‘- -- '-
>0.2 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- '- -~
IV 0.2 to 2 165 -- 121(7)) 467 -- 409(88) 428 —~ 330(77)
2 to 20 ISO -- 475 -- -- 433 -- --
>20 200 —- 106(5)) 068 -- 535(80) 493 —‘ 359(7))
)0.2 185 -- -- 604 -- -- 474 -— ——
HAUHIZE “IVER
I 0.2 to 2 112 42(32) 32(24) 170 12(7) 82(48) 588 50(9) 9h(16)
2 [o 20 '13 11(20) “(20) 96 ND 38(40) 214 18(3) 50(23)
>20 4‘) -- -- B7 -- 161 V -- --
>0.Z R4 -- -- 124 -- -- 354 -- --
11 0.2 1.0 2 43 -- 19(44) 54 1111 11(17) 184 32(17) 42(23)
2 to 20 47 8(17) -- 66 HD -- 213 25(12) —-
>20 -- -- -- -- -- -‘ -— -- --
>0.2 -- -- -- -- " '— -- -' ‘-
CRAHD RIVER
l 0.2 to 2 6‘) -- -- 10] -- -- 177 -- --
2 [n 20 61 -— -- 156 -- -- 289 —- --
>20 64 -~ -- 117 -- -- 19B -- --
XL! 64 -- -- 126 -- -- 221 -- -’
II 0.2 In 2 114 9(8) " 90 ND ‘- 265 132(50) --
Z to 20 112 -- -- 19B -- 382 -- -‘
>20 -- -- -— -- -- -‘ -- --
>0.2 -— -- ~- ‘- n n u -‘ --
HEMADJI RIVER
1 0.2 to 2 26 8(31) 10(38) 21 ND 3(14) 93 20(22) 29(31)
2 [o 20 45 6(13) 13(29) 41 ND 10(24) 161 13(11) 47(29)
>20 —- -- ‘- -— -- - --
)O.Z -- -- ‘- -- n u -- -- --
II 0.2 to 2 51 13(25) 12(24) 42 2(5) 501) 157 20(13) 36(23)
2 to 20 411 3(6) “(23) 31 ND 11(35) 144 5(3) 36(25)
>20 51 8(16) 9(18) 59 2(3) “(29) 1119 1702) 48(35)
>0.2 49 N13) 11(22) 38 ND 10(25) 146 11(7) 38(26)
111 0.2 Ln 2 75 12(16) -- 38 ND -- 180 17(9) '-
2 to 20 51 3(6) -- 2] ND -- 133 12(9) --
>20 -- -- -- -- -- -— -— —- ~-
>0. 2 -— —- -- -- -- -- —- -- -—
1v 0.2 m 2 71 11(15) -- as ND -- 157 12(5) --
2 to 20 u -- -- 23 -- —- us - --
>20 33 -- —- 21 -- -- a: -- --
>o.2 sn -- -- 30 -— -~ 130 -- --
*llllx 15 hydroxylanlne hydrochloride extrnctlon.
*‘Valuu in parentheses expressed u percentage of total.
ND 1! lllple below detection limit.
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Appendix IV-A—2.
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Sam
ple
Sed
ime
nt
No.
siz
e f
rac
tio
n
Tot
al
Cu
Res
in H
H
X
*
Tot
al
Pb
Res
in
HH
X
Tot
al
Zn
Res
in
HH
X
um
B
0.
2-
2
2—20
>20
>0
.2
C
0.
2—
2
2—20
>20
A
0.
2—
2
2-20
>2
0
 
73
50
17
128
104
24
63
29
1
7
42 (
58)*
*
13
(26
)
ND
95
(74
)
111
46)
28
(38
)
12
(24
)
5 (
29)
20719)
8
(
3
3
)
16 (25)
5 (
17)
3
(
1
8
)
GEN
ESE
E
 
68
10
1
6
ME
NO
MO
NE
E
554
456
116
NE
MA
DJ
I
45
5
15
 
ug
/g
ND
ND
ND
130 (23)
31
(2
7)
46 (
68)
25
(
)
N
D
_—
419
(92)
31
0(
>1
00
)
16
0
11
4
55
479
423
16
4
13
3
4
0
22 (14)
9
(8)
4
(
7
)
124
(20)
35
(2
1)
28
(38
)
12
(24
)
5 (
29)
274
166
)
87 (53)
14
(11
)
6 (10)
3
(
8
)
 
*
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X
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**
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l
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